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All Solicitors should bring 
to the notice of their 
chients a pamphlet 
bearing the above title 
explaining a _ simple 
scheme which brings 
within the reach of all 
an effective means of 


assisting their Country 
in the present difficult 


The pamphlet is 


LEGAL 
AND GENERAL LIFE 
ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 


of ro, Fleet Street, E.C. 4, 


times, 


issued by the 


and a free copy will be 


gladly sent on application. 


The Solicitors’ Journal 


and Weekly Reporter. 
(ESTABLISHED IN 1887.) 
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AnnvAL SUBSCRIPTION, WHICH MUST BB PaID In ADVANCE: 
£1 10s. ; by Post, £1 12s, ; Foreign, £1 14s. 4d. 
HALF-YEARLY AND QUARTERLY SUBSCRIPTIONS IN PROPORTION. 








*.* The Editor cannot undertake to return rejected contributions, an? 
copies should be kept of all articles sent by writers who are not o% 
the regular staff of the JouRNAL. 

All letters intended: for publication must be authenticated by the 
name of the writer. 
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Current Topics. 


The Inns of Court Reserve Corps. 

UNDER THE new Military Service Act large numbers of men 
will, as a condition of exemption, be required to join the 
Volunteers for the duration of the War. We are asked to 
state that the Inns of Court Reserve Corps, which is largely 
composed of barristers and solicitors, hope that all lawyers 
coming under the new Act will make a point of joining that 
Corps. The Orderly Room is at No. 1, Paper Buildings, 
Temple, aud the Company drill ground in Temple Gardens. 
The Inns of Court form two Compafies (A~and B) of the 2nd 
(Provisional) Battalion of the, County of London Volunteer 
Regiment, and are doing important work on the Anti-Aircraft 
Défences of London. They will lose some of their younger 
men, who will join up under the new Act, and therefore need 
as many fresh recruits as they can get. In addition to lawyers, 
members of the other professions and others in a similar social 
position are eligible, and any such wishing to join should apply 
at the Orderly Room. 


Solicitors and Exemption from Military Service. 


WE PRINTED recently (ante, p. 408) the instructions issued 
by the Minister of National Service with respect to applications 
for exemption by solicitors and their skilled clerks. These, 
after referring to the propriety of checking the further 
depletion of the profession, and referring to the establishment 
cf Advisory Committees in London and the country by the Law 
Seciety and certain of the provincial Law Societies, went on 
to direct that ‘‘ solicitors applying for exemption for them- 
selves or their skilled clerks may refer their applications ’’ to 
the appropriate Advisory Committees. Upon this the Council 
of the Law Society, in the Law Society’s Gazette for this month, 
observe that ‘‘ the intention of this instruction might be taken 
to be that the applicant himself, before making his application 
for exemption, should state his case to the Advisory Committee, 
obtain their recommendation upon the application, and then 
proceed. to apply in the ordinary way to the Tribunal for 
exemption, enclosing with that application the recommendation 











which he has obtained from the Advisory Committee.” But 
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the Council point out that this is not the convenient or proper 
method of proceeding. ‘‘ In their view, the intention of the 
authorities is that the applicant, in the first instance, should 
make his application for exemption in the ordinary way to his 
local Tribunal, and that he should include with it a letter 
requesting that; in accordance with Instruction No. 37 of 1918, 
the application should be referred by the National ‘Service 
representative to one or other of the Advisory Committees for 
their recommendation. It may be assumed that the National 
Service representative will send the papers to the Advisory 
Committee specified, who will then invite the applicant to 
attend and state his case.’’ Technically, we presume this 1s 
the right course to adopt, and no doubt it will be followed, 
subject, of course, to any changes due to impending alterations 
in the Tribunals and their practice. 


Food Orders. 

Tue Ministry of Food continue, by the fortnightly issue of 
the National Food Journal, which has now reached its sixteenth 
number, to furnish useful information about the food supply 
here and elsewhere, and also a print of the various Food Orders, 
The rationing scheme is now, we imagine, pretty well under- 
stood, and there can be no doubt that it has successfully met 
most of the difficulties caused by existing circumstances; but 
there are still some unsettled questions, and thdse who are 
eoncerned with the position as to “‘ self-suppliers’’ and ‘‘ direct 
supply ’’ will find full instructions in the present number of 
the National Food Journal. Direct supply means the obtain- 
ing of rationed provisions from the producer, and on the expiry 
of the present meat cards, this will generally only be permissible 
under a Direct Supply Permit. In the meantime, all that is 
necessary is for the consumer to furnish to the producer a 
written statement that, to the extent of the direct supplies, he 
is not using his ratiédn cards; and the consumer must himself 
keep and mark his butter cards or detach. cancel, and keep 
coupons from his meat cards, in respect-of the supplies received. 
In the weekly statement we give of the War Orders, including 
Food Orders, we are bound to cut tham down as much as 
possible, and it has occurred to us that the time has come when 
the Ministry of Food might consider the advisability of in- 
cluding the common form clauses in these vrders in one compre- 
hensive Order ; we refer particularly to such matters as penal- 
ties for false statements, penalties generally, the effect on 
existing contracts, definition of Food Control Committees and 
other terms, applications for registration, and so forth. We 
are under the impression that, if this were done, the length of 
the Orders which are issued in such a continuous stream might 
be considerably diminished. 


Power of Appointment and Infant Soldiers’ Wills. 


Oye or the questions raised before Youncer, J., in Re 
Wernher’s Will Trusts (ante, p. 268)—namely, whether an 
infant soldier is within the proviso of section 11 of the Wills 
Act, 1837, so as to be able to dispose of his personal estate, not- 
withstanding the general testamentary disability imposed on 
infants by the same Act—has been settled by the Wills (Soldiers 
and Sailors) Act, 1918, passed on 6th February, which retro- 
spectively extends section 11.to infants ; but the other question 
—whether the power to dispose of personal property includes 
the power to exercise a general testamentary power over 
property—has been considered this week by the Court of 
Appeal, with the result that the decision of Youncer, J., in 
favour of the exercise of the power has been affirmed. Certain 
distinctions there are between property and a general power to 
appoint property ; but as Lord Linp ey pointed out in Beyfus 
v. Lawley (1913, A. C., p. 413), in a passage cited on the 
present occasion by Switnren Eapy, L.J., the property 
appointed is treated as assets-of the testator exercising the 
power, and the assets.so appomted are regarded as property 
bequeathed by him. It seems unnecessary to have regard in 
this connection to the question whether appointed property is 
property which passes to the executor as such. According to 


,2 A. C. 231), it does not. It is more material to notice that 
under section 27 of the Wills Act, 1837, a bequest of personal 
property described generally extends to personal estate over 
which the testator has a general power of appointment. This 
seems to be a sufficiently clear indication that, for purposes of 
testamentary capacity, property and a general power over 
property are on the same footing. For these, among other 
reasons, the Court of Appeal held that the exercise by an infant 
soldier of a testamentary general power of appointment is 
valid, 


Abatement of Profit Costs. ‘Sta 

Ir 1s well known that a direction in a will authorizing a 
solicitor, trustee, or executor to charge for professional services 
for which otherwise he would have no right to charge is in the 
nature of bounty, and operates asa legacy, and being bounty, 
he cannot claim it as against creditors. This was decided by 
the Court, of Appeal in Re White; Pennell v. Franklin (1898, 
2 Ch. 217), and has never been questioned. The logical 
application of the principle would be to treat such costs as a 
legacy for all purposes, but this has not uniformly been done; 
for instance, though such costs are strictly liable to legacy duty, 
we believe such duty is in practice neither claimed nor paid. 
We believe, also, that where the estate, thouigh solvent, is in- 
sufficient for the payment of the legacies in fall, it has not been 
the practice, at least in many cases, to treat such costs as 
subject to abatement’ with the other legacies. This last point 
with regard to abatement came before the Court in the recent 
case of Re Brown (reported elsewhere), in which Eve, J., 
decided, in accordance with the principle of Re White, that 
such costs are liable to abatement. The same point has just been 
decided-in Ireland in the case of O’Higgins v. Walsh (1918, 
1 Ir. R. 126), where it was held that such costs do not take 
priority over other legacies. - Another case which does not 
appear to have been cited in Re Brown, but which has some 
bearing on the point, is Duncan v. Watts (16 Beav. 204). Here 
it was held that a legacy to an executor for his trouble must 


can be disputed; but one cannot help feeling that the tendency 
in some respects todepart from the principle is justified by the 
fact that, after all, profit costs are more in‘ the nature of 
remuneration than of bounty, 


Solicitors and Clients’ Accounts. 


AMONG THE solicitors who have recently been struck off the 
roll (anté, p. 472) was one to whom we need not more particu- 
larly refer, except to say that! the charges were made originally 
against him and his two sons, the three being in partnership, but 
that, the two sons were entirely acquitted of any responsibility 
for the matters complained of (Tvmes, 9th inst.). ‘‘ As the 
case proceeded,’’ said Dartine, J., in giving judgment, ‘‘ it 
was made manifest, and it should be well understood that it 
was made manifest, to the Committee of the Law Society, who 
conducted the investigation, that with regard to the two young 
men, there was no reason to complain of their conduct, and no 
reason whatever for bringing them, before this Court... . / A 
man cannot be in a better position than to have it said, after 
an investigation, that there was nothing against him, especially 
when that investigation has been conducted by those competent 
from their own knowledge to pry into every matter that could 
be to his disadvantage.” , These words which repeated, in 
regard to the two sons, the acquittal by the Committee of the 
Law Society, were as emphatic as possible, and entirely dis- 
posed of the matter as them, and we are glad to give 
publicity to this acquittal, and to the exact words of the learned 
Judge. As regards the setiior member of the firm, it was 
established by the report of the Committee that he had for a 
long period of years received on behalf of a client mortgage 
interest in full, but only paid it over after deduction of income- 
tax, retaining for his own use the amount deducted ; and that 
he had also for a series of years collected and retained the rents 
of certain property without accounting for them to his client. 
The terms of the report on these matters seem to have left the 





the ultimate decision arrived at in O’Grady v. Wilmot (1916, 


Court no choice except to mark in the usual way their dis- 


abate. Regarded as a matter of principle none of these decisions _ 
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; approbation of this “‘ professional misconduct,”’ and the result, 


put thus shortly, seems to call for no comment. But it is worth 
while to point out that the solicitor had acted for the client 
continuously from about 1873 till 1914. Considerable sums 
were placed and left by the.client with the solicitor for invest- 
ment and re-investment on mortgage,-and in effect the solicitor 
was treated as a banker. He collected mortgage interest and 
fents, and these were allowed to accumulate in his hands. 
Statements of account were rendered at irregular intervals, and 
no item of the accounts was ever questioned by the client, nor 
did he ever ask for an account which was refused tohim. It is, 
perhaps, not surprising that this method of doing business ulti- 
mately led to trouble, and, but for the specific findings of the 
Committee of the Law Society, it might have been thought that 
the case was one only of irregularity. We refer to it with a 
view to emphasizing the unwisdom of undertaking the general 
management of a client’s affairs, except on the footing of 
regular accounts, together with such further precautions as will 
exclude all chance of trouble 


Duplicity of Conviction. 

DvupPticity or counts and duplicity of charges in summonses 
are a peril of criminal procedure with which all prosecuting 
counsel are painfully familiar. But ‘‘ duplicity of convictign ”’ 
is a novel difficulty, or, at any rate, a novel form of an old 
trouble. It has just arisen in 2. v. Wood, Ex parte Farwell 
(1918, W.N. 120). Here the defendant had been charged in 
a magisterial summons ‘“‘ for that he on the fifth and sixth days 
of October, 1917,’’ did unlawfully sell milk at a price in excess 
of the maximum fixed by the Milk (Prices) Order, 1917. Now 
il is impossible for one transaction of selling milk to extend 


over two days; so that obviously two different offences were 


alleged in this information—one on each of the named days. 
But section 12 of the Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1848, forbids 
the inclusion of more than one offence in one summons. So the 
information was clearly defective. Accordingly the solicitor 
for the prosecution drew the attention of the justices to the 
presence of two dates in the summons, and asked them to 
convict for one only, No doubt he did this because of section 1 
of the same Summary Jurisdiction Act, which says that 
no objection to any information is to be allowed merely on the 
ground that it is defective in substance or in form. The 
duty of justices, faced with defective information of this kind, 
is not clear under the statutes, but has been elucidated in a 
series of important cases: Kodgers v. Richards (1892, 1 Q. B. 
555), Johnson v. Needham (1909, 1 K. B. 626), and R. v. 
Hammick (1918, W. N. 111)—the last a case under the new 
Food Orders. Their duty is not, as one might at first suppose, 
to dismiss or amend the summonses, but to ask prosecuting 
counsel to elect which of the two or more offences to rely on, 
nd to deal with that offence, and that only, on the merits. 
nsequently the request of the prosecuting solicitors here was 
clearly wrong; the justices could not consider both offences 
together, and then convict for one; they must first call on the 
prosecutor to elect which date he relied on—he must stand or 
fall by that date. At the end of the case the Bench convicted, 
and the conviction was drawn in the form “ that he, on 5th 
October, and 6th October, 1917,’’ did unlawfully sell milk. 
Clearly this is bad ; there is ‘‘ duplicity ’’ of conviction. Such 
an irregularity appearing on the face of the record can be 
quashed by certiorari, and the Divisional Court accordingly 
issued a rule absolute for the return of a writ of certiorari. But 
under section 7 of the Quarter Sessions Act, 1849, the defect 
can be cured on the return of the writ to the High Court: 2. 
v. Higham (7 E. & B. 557). ‘So, if justices intended to convict 
on one date only, but the conviction was in error wrongly drawn 
up, the defect can be cured by them when they make their 
return to the writ. 


; Position of Rejected Men. 


A CORRESPONDENT, whose letter we print elsewhere, draws 
attention to a difficult question of construction arising out of 
the First Schedule to the new Military Service Act. Paragraph 
4 (c) of that Schedule contains an exception from liability to 








military service in favour of ‘‘ disabled. or rejected men.’’ 
The paragraph is as follows :— ~ 

4. (c) Disabled men, or men who have been medically rejected 
after offering themselves for enlistment, if on further medical 
examination after the fifth day of April, nineteen hundred and 
seventeen, in accordance with the regulations of the Army Council, 
or, as respects an examination after the date on which the Ministry 
of National Service Order, 1917, came into force, in accordance with 
the regulations of the Director-General of National Service, they 
have been certified to be totally and permanently unfit for any 
form of military service. 

In this paragraph the expression ‘‘ disabled men ’’ means men* 
(including officers) who have left or been discharged from the 
naval, military, or air forces in consequence of disablement or 
ill-health. 


| The question which our correspondent raises concerns tlie posi- 
| tion of men who have never offered themselves for enlistment, 


but became liable as conscripts and afterwards were rejected 
and discharged from the Reserve on being medically examined 
when called up for service or otherwise. Are these men 
excepted from the operation of the Act, or are they reservists ? 
A: a matter of fact there are at least three possible classes of 
‘‘ rejected men ’’ who may have been finally rejected on further 
medical examination, as indicated in the paragraph ; and under 
the Review of Exceptions Act, 1917, all of these three classes 
were excluded from any further liability. First, men who 
offered themselves voluntarily for enlistment after 14th August, 
1915, and were rejected. Secondly, men who voluntarily 
attested, were accepted, but subsequently rejected on call-up: 
cf. Boots v. Elvy (1917, W. N. 115). Thirdly, men who 
became conscripts, and were similarly rejected and discharged 
from the reserve on call-up. The first Military Service Act 
excepted from its operation the first class. The second Act 
brought them in as from lst October, 1916, if a notice was 
served upon them. The Review of Exceptions Act, 1917, 
brought all such men in‘once more if a statutory order were 
served upon them ; but provided that they should be excepted, 
if finally discharged on re-examination. Our view is that all 
three classes, if re-examined since 5th April, 1917, and finally 
rejected, have become discharged from the Reserve, and there- 
fore are disabled men within the meaning of the definition 
clause given above. ‘‘ Discharged ’’ men are not here, as in 
the preceding sub-section of this exception, 4 (b), merely men 
who have served with the colours; men who have served with 
the Reserve and received a proper discharge are within the 
term, and therefore excepted from liability to any further 
service. Secus, men merely relegated to the Reserve, and nob 
finally discharged on re-examination. 


The War and Juries. 


SUGGESTIONS ARE. being made by correspondents of the 7imes 
that man-power ought to be saved by the abolition of juries in 
civil cases, and by the extension of the power for magistrates to 
deal with criminal cases without a jury. As regards criminal 
cases, we doubt whether any change would be welcomed ; but 
as regards civil cases, the question was a good deal under dis- 
cussion before the war, and in 1913 a Departmental Committee 
appointed by the Home Office, under the chairmanship of Lord 
Mersey, reported fully upon this and other matters connected 
withthe jury system. The present practice on trials in the 
High Court is prescribed by rules 2-7 of R.S.C., ord. 36, the 
general effect being that, except in the Chancery Division, and 
in matters requiring prolonged examination of documents or 
accounts, or scientific or local investigation not suitable for » 
jury, either party is entitled to a jury. Lord Mersry’s Com- 
mittee recommended that, except in libel and slander actions, 
this should be altered, and, unless both parties desired a jury, 
the Master, and on appeal the Judge in Chambers, should have 
an absolute discretion to decide whether there should be a jury 
or not. This change has not yet been made. Probably, like 
other matters, it has stood over till quieter times. “But the 
fact that it was recommended on such authority before the 
war shews that it might well be made at once—and temporarily 
in a still more drastic form—for the purpose of saving the time 
of men whose services are urgently required in other directions. 
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The Franchises Under the New 
Reform Act. . 


Tue new Reform Act, or, to use its proper title, the Representa- 
tion of the People Act, 1918, is not only a statute of great 
constitutional importance, but one which is likely to give a 
good deal of trouble to Registration Officers and the solicitors 
who advise them. In the old days, it was the duty of Over- 
.seers to prepare and publish lists of Parliamentary electors ; 
but this task was not one of great responsibility, for the 
Revising Barrister revised the lists each autumn, deciding 
claims hoth on grounds of law and on questions of fact. Now 
the Revising Barrister has gone. There is an appeal on points 
of law to the county court judge, but such appeals can 
scarcely be numerous, and in any case questions of fact are 
excluded. So the Registration Officer shoulders a new re- 
sponsibility. It will be necessary for him to become thoroughly 
well acquainted with the new statute and the franchises it 
creates. 

The Act is divided into five parts. 
sections, and deals with ‘‘ Franchises.’’ 
and is concerned with ‘‘ Registration.’’ Part III. deals with 
‘Method and Costs of Elections’’; there are seventeen 
sections here. One solitary section, clause 37, makes up the 
fourth part, which has for subject-matter ‘* Redistribution of 
Seats’’ ; but full amends for this relative insignificance in 
statutory length is made by the length of Schedule IX., which 
provides lavishly for the boundaries and other arrangements 
affecting new seats. Part V. has the rubric ‘‘ General,’’ and 
it has ten clauses of a more or less common-form type in 
statutes of this class. Then come no less than nitie Schedules, 
dealing with (1) Registration Rules, (2) tsallot Act Modifica- 
tions, (3) Voting by Proxy, (4) Maximum Scale of Election 
Expenses, (5) University Elections, (6) Adaptation to Scotland 
and Ireland, (7) a Scottish Technical Arrangement for Return- 
ing Officers, (8) the List of Repealed Enactments, and (9) the 
Redistribution Schedule, which we havejust referred to. It 
is obvious that the first part is the really important one, and 
to it we will confine this article. 

The old franchises are swept away by the statute, and a 
number of new franchises are substituted for them. These 
are of four kinds—the Parliamentary franchise (1) male, 
(2) female, and the Local Government franchise (1) male, (2) 
female. Let us begin with the ntale franchises, Parliamentary 
and Local Government; for the female franchises are not 
defined independently, but by*reference to the male franchises, 
which must therefore be considered first in logical order. 

The normal male franchise may be regarded from two 
points of view, first, qualifications; second, disqualifications. 
The qualifications which are conditions precedent to electoral 
rights are three in number :— 

(1) The elector must be of full age. (There is an 
exception in favour of youths, nineteen years of age, who 
have served in the present war) ; P 

(2) He must not be subject to any legal incapacity ; and 

(3) He must have either (1)a residential, (2)a business 
premises, or (3) a university qualification. (He can have 
two, but not more than two, votes for separate constituen- 
cies. ) 

The residence qualification is acquired by residence in the 
constituency on the last day of the qualifying period of six 
months ending on 15th January and 15th July each year, 
coupled with residence during the whole of the qualifying 
period in the constituency, or one bordering on it: A man who 
commences to reside in the constituency within thirty days of 
the qyalifying period, and ceased to reside there within thirty 
days after the time when he so commenced, is not entitled to 
the franchise, even if he has resided for six months in a neigh- 
bouring: constituency. Letting of one’s house for any period 
not exceeding four months, provided the house is furnished, is 
not to be deemed an interruption of the owner or occupier’s 
residence; apparently unfurnished letting has that effect. 
Apart from this provision, there is no indication in the Act of 


The first consists of ten 
The second has hine, 





what is meant by ‘‘ residence during the whole of the qualifying 
period ’’ of six months, which is a condition precedent to the 
franchise. Registration officers, county court judges, and 
the High Court will doubtless have to-give much consideration 
to the interpretation of this vague provision. A naval or 
military voter (male or female) may be registered for any con- 
stituency for which he or she would have had the necessary 
qualifications but for his or her period of naval or military 
service; this also is delightfully vague, and should mean work 
for the lawyer in the interpretation of the statute. 

Disqualifications under the statute are the old ones, and at 
least one which is new. Peerage, alienage, lunacy, infancy 
(except naval and military male voters over nineteen), felons 
serving their sentences remain disqualified. The conscientious 
objector (subject to certain limitations) becomes so for the first 
time, but only for a period of five years after the war. The 
receipt of poor relief is no longer a disqualification, but the 
Interpretation Clause 41 (5) provides that ‘‘ a person who is an 
inmate or patient in any prison, lunatic asylum, workhouse, 
poorhouse, or any other similar institution, shall not by reason 
thereof be treated as resident therein for any purpose of. this 
Act.”? The practical effect of this provision is to Testore 
indirectly the disqualification of pauperism which the statute 
professes to remove. For a pauper is not likely to possess a 
business premises or university qualification ; his own ground 
of qualification must in practice be residence, but his place of 
residence will be an institution—residence in which does not 
avail to give a vote. Of course, this only applies to indoor 
paupers ; a person in receipt of outdoor relief will be qualified 
by residence, like anyone else. What is the position of men 
who reside in almshouses? Are ‘‘ almshouses”’’ similar institu- 
tions to ‘‘ poorhouses,’’ &c., in the above list? It is hard to 
say } the test will probably be the degree of public control over 
and rate-aid to the particular almshouses. Even under the old 
law the inhabitant of an endowed almshouse was entitled to 
treat his occupation as beneficial occupation of premises so as to 
acquire a householder’s vote: Cowen v.. Town Clerk of 
Kingston-upon-Hull (1897, 1 Q. B. 273), and the position 
under the new Act can scarcely be more narrowly construed. 

The Local Government Franchise no longer depends on a 
rating qualification, direct or indirect. It is gained by 
‘‘ occupation as owner or tenant’’ of land or premises in the 
electoral area on the last day of the qualifying period, coupled 
with similar occupation of such premises during the whole of 
the qualifying period in that area, or in the administrative 
county or borough in which the electoral area is situated 
(section 3 (1)). The expression ‘‘ tenants ’’ includes caretakers 
(proviso i.) and the tenants of unfurnished, but not of 
furnished, lodgings. (proviso ii.). 

The female form of franchise, Parliamentary. or Local, is 
defined by reference to the male in section 4. In order to be 
qualified for the Parliamentary franchise, a woman must satisfy 
the following vhree conditions ; she must 


(1) have attained the age of thirty years ; 
(2) not be subject to any legal incapacity ; and 
(3) either (a) be entitled to be registered as a local 
government elector for the area in respect of a dwelling- 
- house, or of other premises of five pounds at least annual 
value; or (b) be the wife of a man so entitled. 

It will be seen that the married woman may possess the 
franchise either by having herself a local government electoral 
qualification for the area in which she resides, or by being 
married to a husband having that qualification. It is not 
necessary that she should reside with her husband. Nor is it 
clear whether the limitation to premises (other than a dwelling- 
house, in which case no limit of anhual value counts) worth at 
least five pounds in annual value attaches to a married. woman 
who claims a vote in respect of her husband’s occupation of 
premises in the electoral area. The wording of section 4 (1) 
leaves this wholly obscure; but obvious reasons of symmetry 
suggest the interpretation—which is being officially adopted, we 
understand—that the limit in respect of annual value of 
premises which attaches to the unmarried female Parliamentary 
voter attaches also to the married female. ; 

As regards the Local Government Franchise, a woman 1s 
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entitled whenever she would be so entitled if she were a man— 
in this case at the age of twenty-one, not thirty—and also when- 
ever her husband is a local government elector for the area. 
by a woman as well as by a 
One of the curious results of the indirect way in which 
a vote is conferred on females is that in certain cases a wife 
will be registered as a Parliamentary elector in a constituency 
For his Parlia- 
mentary qualification is either residential or business, and in 
certain cases he will have a local government vote as an owner 
or occupier of premises which are neither his business nor his 
That, being so, he will not have a Parlia- 
But his wife will have a 
Parliamentary vote in respect of them ; for her Parliamentary 


The dual vote can be 
man. 


where her husband. will not be so registered. 


residential address. 
mentary vote for these premises. 


qualification is not either residence or business; it is marriage 
to a qualified local government elector for the area. 


The strangest anomaly in the whole Act, however, arises out 
{s that 
where more than two women, over thirty years of age, occupy 
premises of sufficient value to give a voting qualification, only 
two out of the number shall be entitled to be registered as 
electors, save in the case of partners carrying on business on 
Now, how is the 
Registration Officer to select which of 3, 4, or a larger number 
of spinsters, over thirty years of age, all occupying the same 
The statute 
The Registration Officer will 
presumably ask the parties to agree on the point; failing that 
he can do little, except draw their names by lot, if he wishes to 


of section 7 (1) (c). The short effect of this clause 


the premises, all of whom may be registered. 


premises, ate to be the two placed on the register ? 
is absolutely silent as to this. 


avoid any suspicion of partiality. 








The Antiquity of Contingent 
Remainders. 


Ir has sometimes been supposed (a) that the great’ LirTLETon 
in section 721 denies the validity of a contingent remainder 
when raised in limitations by livery of seisin. With proper and 
due respect we submit that he does not, but is merely telling the 
* reader that what we now term, as a creation of the Statute of 
Uses, a shifting use or shifting limitation, cannot be made at 


common law. 

In our early conveyancing few occasions of contingent re- 
mainder will be expected. For, first, the rule which we now 
know as the rule in Shelley’s Case was established at least as 
early as the reign of Ed. IIT. (4), iserecognized by LirrLeTon 
(c), and was, prior to the Statute of Uses, established as to 
the old equitable use (¢). 


life or in tail, remainder to the eight heirs of A., A. was in, 
subject to the particular estates, of his old estate in reversion ; 
.and his heir took nothing by purchase. 

Again, A. could not. limit an estate to his heir, eo nomine, 
as purchaser, for during his life A. boré in his own body all 
his heirs. 
right heirs of him, A., A. was~in of his old estate im reversion, 
and -his heir could not take as purchaser (¢). 

In the beginnings of our conveyancing the only contingency 
we should, then, expect to meet would be a limitation to A. for 
life or in tail, remainder to the right heits of B., a pefson then 
living, and not the donor: and such a limitation is spoken of 
by counsel (f) in 4-Ed. VI. as the common case of contingency. 

One thing further: before the Statute of Uses, which was 
passed long after-LirrLeton’s day, (it is supposed that Litrre- 
ton’s Tenures was first printed in a.p. 1481: Butler’s Preface 





(a) Brooke, Done and Remainder (6); Co. Litt. 377b. 

(6) Statham, Abr. Guarantie (11), 4 Ed. 3; Attornement (4), 24 Ed. 
3; Scire Facias (1), 40 Ed. 3; and the great case of 7'he 
Provost of Be®erley, 40 Ed. 3. Brooke, Done and Remainder (6) ; 
Preston, Estates, IL., 304-306. 

(c) 8S. 578. 

(d) Perkins, sections 480, 580. 

(e) Champernown’s Case; Brooke, Done and Remainder (15); Tenure 
(21); Co. Litt. 226. . 

(/) Colthirst v. Bejashin (Plowd., p. 25). 


If, then, A. enfeoffed X, on condi- 
tion (performed) to enfeoff A. for life, remainder to B. for 


If, then, A. enfeoffed B. for life, remainder to the 





to Co. Litt; and L}rrieron died in 1487) no such terms were 
known as executory limitation, shifting ‘or springing use: all 
of which owe their creation and validity to that Statute. 

Now Lirrieron, who should be read, as he wrote, chapter 
by chapter, not section by section (g), gives us in sections 720- 
723 an account of Ricue., J.’s spirited effort to create at 
common law a shifting limitation. He tells us that RicHE. 
J., a judge temp. Ric. II., who may have been nationally 
disdainful of all principles of law (Coxe tells us with 
meaning that he was an Irishman born) caused to be 
made a settlement by indenture by which he settled land suc- 
cessively on his first, second, and third sons in tail wpon con- 
dition that, if any of them should alien in fee or fee tail, his 
estate should cease and the land should immediately go over 
to the next son in seniority. In the following three sections 
(721-723) LirTLEron gives three reasons why that settlement 
was void, as in fact had been judicially held (h). .In section 
721 (the italics are our own) he says : — 

‘** But it seemeth by reason, that all such remainders in the form 
aforesaid are void,‘and of no value, and that for three causes. One 
cause is that for every remainder which beginneth by a deed, it 
behoveth that the remainder be in him to whom the remainder is 
entailed by force of the same deed, before (i) the livery of seisin 
is made to him which shall have the freehold; for in such case the 
growing and the being of the remainder is by the livery of seisin 
to him that shal! have the freehold, and such remainder was not to 
the second son at the time of the livery of seisin in the case afore- 
said’ [and he concludes, s. 723] ‘‘and so it seemeth that such re- 
mainders in the case aforesaid are void.”’ 

These words on any shewing have no application to a case 
of contingent remainder raised on deed of grant, as in case of 
creation or assignment of a rent-charge, or where the donor’s 
land was in tenancy for years or life, or raised on devise of land 
customarily deviseable, 

Now as early as a.p. 1357 it had been settled that a contin- 
gent remainder could be validly created by devise of land 
deviseable by custom (j); and this case must have been well 
known to LirrLeton, for in section 383 he cites it from the 
Book of Assize. But in this will case of 1357 three judges or 
counsel (4) all speak as if a contingent remainder could be 
validly raised by deed. To give FyYNcHEDEN alone to save 
space oot 

‘* Tf land is leased for term of life, remainder to the right heirs of 
G. and H., and then G. have issue and dies, and then tenant for life 
dies, and the heir of G. enters, and then H. dies, the heir of H. 
shall have nothing, because he was not heir when the remainder fell.”’ 

Dicta to a similar effect in principle, in a case of feoff- 
ment, will be found in the Provost of Beverly’s Case, a.v. 
1367 (/). 

These dicta as to a contingent remainder when raised on 
livery of seisin did not, however, pass unchallenged. Hank- 
FORD, J., says.in a.p. 1416 ‘‘ a remainder to the right heirs of 
J. U., when J. U. is living, is nothing worth, for if this 
remainder cannot take effect: at the time of livery, it shall never 
take effect ’’ (m). But the point was clearly determined or re- 
solved by the whole Court a.p. 1454 (n):— 

‘** Tf land be given to a man in tail, ‘the remainder to the heir of 

who is in life, if J. dies before the donee [in tail], the 


one J. 
By the whole Court in avowry. 


remainder is good ; otherwise not. 
This case had followed, and extended to the case of a feoff- 





(g) His book was not cut into sections even in 1579. See Tothill’s Ed. 
of that date. 

(h) Co. Litt. 377 : a precisely similar limitation was afterwards held void 
in A.D. 1506: Brooke, Done and Remainder (18); Condition (83). 

(‘) Translation in Hargrave and Butler’s Ed. of Co. Litt. : in Tothill, 
1572 and 1579 Eds., the word is ‘‘ quant,”’ i.e., ‘‘ when.”’ 

(j) 30 Ed. 3, Book of Assize, p. 47, translated Digby, Hist. of Eng. 
Law, 4th Ed. 269; Brooke, Done and Remainder (21). 

(k) Willoughby, Fincheden, and Fish : Willoughby was probably a judge 

: and speaks first. See Statham, Excomengement (1). 1t seems 
that Fyncheden was probably a judge or acting as such at least 
two vears later. Statham, Estrepement (2), but see Foas’s Lives. 

(1) Brooke, Done and Remainder (6). 

(m) Brooke, Done and Remainder (11), and the case from FitzHerbert 
(Detinue (46), A.D. 1388, cited Williams, R.P., .Ed. 22. p. 362 note) 
may be, but does not seem clearly, a decision to the like effect. 

(n) Statham, Done (6); FitzH. Feoffment (99); Brooke, Done and Re- 
mainder (37). 
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ment, the better opinion already given in a.p. 1433 that, even 
in case of creation by devise, a contingent remainder had to 
vest prior to, or ¢o instante with, the expiration of the par- 
ticular estate; in other words, that an executory limitation 
could not be. raised at common law even in a dévise (0). 

Now, if Lirr.eton really meant to say that a true contingent 
remainder could not be raised on livery, we must suppose him 
either ignorant of the dicta in the will case of a.p. 1357, and 
of the resolution of a.p. 1454 (which is inconceivable): or 
deliberately suppressing all reference to them; which is still 
more inconceivable. Had he thought them wrong, he would 
surely have said ‘‘some have said, ete., but’’: this was his 
practice; see in this very Chapter on Warranty, sections 729- 
731; and, to give a few further instances, also sections 400, 
462-464 and 648. 

And note the words italicised above in the quotation from 
section 721, and the conclusion of section 723. Is he not merely 
intending to tell us with laboured care that an executory shift- 
ing limitation is unknown to the common law? He had the 
better opinion, not decision, in the will case of 1433, the dicta 
in the will case of 1357, and the resolution of 1454 to give him 
this hint. At all events, in a.p, 1487, only six years after the 
supposed date of the printing of the Tenures, KesBLe granted 
that on a /ease for life, remainder to the right heirs of W. A., 
a living person, the remainder would be good if W. A. pre- 
deceased the tenant for life (/). 

No doubt no precedent of contingency other than a 
remainder to the heirs of a living person can be found in our 
early authorities ; but that such a remainder could be raised 
even on livery in LitrLeron’s day is, it seems, the case; and as 
that limitation, when recognized as good, covered in principle 
the case of all contingency in a remainder, so other limitations 
in remainder on contingency gradually got recognized. 

To this day, it may fairly be said, that noone knows where, 
on a limitation at common law, the fee was during B.’s life 
in the following case; feoffment by X. to A. for life, remainder 
to the right heirs of B. a living person. Fearne (q) contends 
that the fee was never out of X.: Preston (7) that it was 
in abeyance, 





Reviews 


RepresentatION or THE Prorte Act, 1918. 
Waterlow & Sons. 6s. net, : 
This little book contains the new Reform Act and the Irish Redistribu- 
tion Act, which accompanied it on its final stages of Parliamentary 
history. The author has contributed to the work a short introduction of 
some thirty pages; the remaining 150 consist solely of the statutory 
matter. We note that the author has cut out of the long Redistribution 
Schedule all the lengthy details as to the boundaries of seats, which have 
only local interest, thereby reducing to manageable proportions an 
enormously bulky schedule. The arrangement and printing of the book 
are good, and a very complete index is added to it. We cannot say that 
the introductory chapter altogether satisfies us. It is not arranged in 
any apparent logical order, and fails to tabulate the various provisions as 
to (1) Franchises, (2) Registrations, (3) Elections, on any basis of prin- 
ciple, 


3y Sytvatn Mayer, K.C. 


But the book had to’ be produced at once, and it requires time, as 
well as experience in the practical construction of the Act, to appreciate 
its arrangement. On the whole, the statement of the main provisions of 
the Act is very clear; there is a useful summary of its provisions at the 
end of the introduction ; and we fancy that the little book should be of 
much assistance to Registration Officers who have to master it in a hurry 


‘International Law Notes ’’ has received (25th April) from its Hague 
correspondent the following information :—‘‘ The Austrian Supreme 
Court has held that the judgments and decrees of the Appellate Tribunal 
of Lemberg, rendered during the period of the Russian occupation of 
Galicia, are entitled to recognition as the decisions of a duly constituted 
Court.”’ 


Devize (5), (32): Perkins, a. 








(0) Statham, Devize (3); Brooke, 506. 


(p) Brooke, Done and Remainder (22) 
(q) Contingent Remainders, 359-364. 


(r) Preston, Hstates (reference lost); see Brooke, 
(6), citing 40 Ld. 3, Provost of Beverley’s 


Done and Remainder 


Case. 





Correspondence. 


The Position of Rejected Men 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Jowrnal and Weekly Reporter. | 


Sir,—As a regular reader of your journal I thought perhaps the 
following comments as regards rejected men under the new Act may 
be of service to you in any articles you may publish on the new 
Act. 
Undertakings have been given in the House that meu totally 
rejected by the Ministry of National Service Medical Boards are or 
were to be excluded from the operation of the Act. 

The carrying out of this undertaking by paragr. 4 (c) of the 
Schedule seems doubtful. This clause would appear to apply to 
two classes of men only—(i) disabled, and (ii) men rejected after 
offering themselves ior enlistment. 

It would appear, therefore, that a conscript, unless he comes 
under the term “disabled man’’ as defined to mean men dis- 
charged from naval, military or air forces im consequence of ill- 
health, although totally rejected last, week, comes under the Act 
and can again be called up this week. 

In your previous articles you refer to a man totally rejected under 
the Review of Exceptions Act still apparently remaining in the 
Reserve. The new Certificate M.N.S, Form R. 2079 states that the 
holder, ‘a member of the Army Reserve, was on the — day of 
found by the National Service Medical Board at —— to be 
permanently and totally unfit for any form of military service, 
and it is hereby certified that he is discharged from liability to be 
called up for military service.’ 

Is this a discharge to bring the man within the term “ disabled 
men ’’ as defined by the clause? A 

If the nian is still in the Reserve, the Act does not seem to apply 
to him, as members of the Army Reserve appear to be excluded 
(clause 2 of Schedule); but in this case, the Review of Exceptions 
Act being repealed, he would not seem to have the protection of a 
permanent rejection given thereby, and it is assumed that the pro- 
tection of six monthly exemptions given to rejected R.R. men seems 
to have gone and they can be called up at once. 

The clause in question seems also to have been clumsily worded, 
and might mean that a man to be protected thereby must have 
been rejected on two occasions. 

By referring to paragr. 4 (b), it will be observed that disabled men 
who have only served in “reserve forces’’ are excluded, and it 
may therefore well be that the disabled men referred to in the 
following paragr. means men discharged from such reserve forces on 
account of ill-health. 

The clauses in question seem te require careful consideration. 

Temple, E.C., 18th April. Ss. M.S 


[See observations under 





“Current Topics.’’—Eb., SJ) ’ 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 
' Court of Appeal. 


JONES v. TRINDER, CAPRON & CO. No.1. 13th April. 
Practice—SertLeMent or AcTIoN—ORpDEK ror Destruction or Docv- 

MENTS—AFFIDAVITS TAKEN OFF Fite—SuBsequent Use By EMPLOYERS 

or PHoroGRaPH AND Cops or Destroyep DocuMENTS—REFUSAL OF 

INJUNCTION. * 

A clerk was engaged by a firm of solicitors on the terms of an agree- 
ment contained in a letter, which included a condition tmposing-a 
restriction upon him after he should-leave their service. Having done 
so, the firm brought an action against him for breach of the restriction. 
The defendant claimed that the restriction had been struck out, A 
member of the firm made an affidavit alleging that the erasure and 
the initialling by the parties was a forgery. The action was ultimately 
settled upon terme that the letter and the affidavits should be destroyed, 
and they were destroyed. 

Upon the clerk at a later date applying for admission as a solicitor, 
his former employers lodged an objection, in support of which they 
produced a photograph of the letter and copies of the affidavits so 
destroyed, 

Held, that, as the order in the action did not refer to any copies of 
the documents ordered to be destroyed, and the employers had refused 
to withdraw their charge of forgery, the Court would not grant any 
injunction to restrain them from using the copies as they had done,’ 

Appeal by the plaintiff from a decision of Neville, J. (ante, p. 471), 
refusing a motion for an injunction. Early in 1912 the plaintiff entered 
the service of the defendants, a firm of solicitors, as an assistant 
managing clerk, upon the terms of a letter written by them to him 
containing a clause restraining him from acting, either directly or in- 
directly, for any client of the firm for a period of five years after 
leaving their service. He left the defendants in 1915, and entered the 
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service of another firm of solicitors. In 1916 the present defendants 
commenced an action against him for an injunction on the ground that 
he had committed breaches of the restrictive agreement. The plaintiff 
in answer made an affidavit denying that he was under restriction, and 
oe the original letter, in which the restrictive clause appeared 
tu have keen struck out and the erasure initialled by the firm. Messrs. 
Trinder, Capron & Co., in their affidavit in reply, said that the alteration 
so made was a forgery. The action, however, never came to_ trial. 
but was settled on terms embodied in an order of the Court. These 
terms involved the destruction of the original letter, and the removal 
from the file of the affidavits relating thereto. The letter was destroyed 
in the presence of the parties, and the affidavits taken off the file, and 
destroyed within six. months by the authorities. Messrs, Trinder, 
Capron & Co., in the course of the negotiations, were asked, but refused, 
to withdraw Aheir charge of forgery, and nothing contained in the 
order referred to copies of the documents. In February, 1918, the 
plaintiff, having completed his articles with another firm, entered for 
and passed the final examination, and applied to the Law Sdciety to be 
admitted as a solicitor. The defendants then, acting under the Soli- 
citors Act, 1888, s. 10, lodged an objection against his\ admission, 
and made an affidavit exhibiting a photograph of the destroyed lette1 
and copies of their affidavits in the action against the plaintiff. The 
plaintiff thereupon greg tm action against them, claiming an 
injunction to restrain them froM using such photograph or copies for 
any purpose, as being a breach of an implied term of the settlement 
between the parties. Neville, J., dismissed the motion for an injun 

tion, holding that the order did not prevent the use of copies of docu 

ments which were to be destroyed. The plaintiff appealed. 

Tue Court dismissed the appeal. 

Swinren Eapy, L.J., having stated the facts, proceeded : The plaintiff 
complained of the defendant’s conduct, and asked the Court to van 
that, having regard to the terms of the Order made in 1916, the defend 
ants were not t justified in making use of that information for any pur 
pose | whatsoever, though his counsel would not put the case so high, and 
only contended that the documents should not be used to prevent his 
being admitted as a solicitor. The writ also asked for a declaration that 
the defendants had repudiated the agreement arrived at in the previous 
action. In any case, he submitted that there was a matter to be tried, 
and that he was entitled to an interlocutory injunction until the trial. 
The terms of the order were set out in an affidavit made by the defend 
ants for use before the Master of the Rolls. The plaintiff then gave an 
undertaking to submit to a considerably wider restriction than that con- 
tained in the letter, and was also ordered to pay the costs of the action. 
The original letter was destroyed by order. But when it was deposited 
in Court at an earlier date an interlocutory order was made enabling 
both parties to take photographic copies of it, and they took copies. No 
order was made, however, that such copies, or copies of the affidavits, 
were to be destroyed, nor any order relating to the user to be made of 
such photographic or other copies. It was admitted at the bar that 
some use could still be made of the éopies, either for public justice or as 
a weapon of defence for Messrs. Trinder, Capron & Co. But it was said 
that it amounted to a breach of faith on their part to use those docu- 
ments: for the purpose of laying information before the Master of the 
Rolls. The plaintiffs in that action accepted the settlement, but there 
was no admission by them that the charge they had made was un- 
founded, and-they deliberately refused to withdraw it. His lordship was 
of opinion that the whole bargain between the parties must be treated 
as contained in the order of the Court, and no term could be implied 
therein to the effect that copies of the documents might not be used 
they had been. There was no breach of faith by Messrs. Trinder, 
Capron & Co. in so using these documents; they deemed it to be their 
duty to lay the facts within their knowledge before the Master of the 
Rolls to enable him to come to a decision. There was nothing in the 
order to preclude them from taking that course as honourable. members 
of an honourable profession. It was the practice of the Court, in proper 
cases to order the destruction, not only of original documents in a case; 
but of all/copies, and even to festrain the parties from communicating 
their contents or effect to any other person. That was not done in the 
present case. The effect of the order was to render the documents no 
longer accessible to any person as public records. The plaintiff wholly 
failed to make out any title to interim relief, and the appeal would be 
dismissed. 

Bankes, I..J., delivered judgment to the same effect, observing that 
it was hopeless iS ask the Court to interfere by interlocutory injunction 
to prevent what had already been done.—Counsen, Douglas Hoag. K.C.., 
and HY. 8. Preston: Jenkins, K.C., and Dighton Pollock. Sorticrrors, 
W. & W. Stochen: Trinder. Canron ds Co 

[Reported by H. Lanerorp Lewis, Barrister-at-Law.] 
; *” 


MITCHEL-HFYRY ». NOPWICH U®WION LIFE INSURANCE 

4 SOCIETY. No. 2. 18th April. 

Monty—PAayMENT—REMITTANCE BY Post—Imprtep Request. 

The defendants sent a written notice to the plaintiff stating that a sum 
of £48 5s. 8d. would shortly become payable by him to them, and that 
it- should he waid at their office. and askina the plaintiff “ when remit 
ftina’’ to return the notire. The plaintiff sent to the detendants hu 
registered post a packet which contained £48 in Treasury notes. a nostal 
order and stamps for 5s. 8d. The nacket was delivered by the nostman 
to the lift hoy. who was not the defendants’ servant, at the building in 
which the defendants’ office & we re, who stole the money. ; 


through 





Held, that by the use of the word ‘remitting ” a request for payment 





be taken 


document as would i? 
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hey could be paid away, was not an ordinary or 
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to trat 


yroper wat 
pre] / 


1s) 


uit 


post was to be implied. Nevertheless, such a request was to 
limited to the payment of such a sum by cheque or other 


the ordinary course of businegs be remitted by 


large a sum as £48 in Treasury notes, owing to 
gy y { 


such a large debt. The plaintiff had failed to 


prove payne nt, and the action a nee rig tly heen dismissed. 
Decision of Bailhach 


Appeal from a jt 
The plaintiif borr« 
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society on the security 
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was repayable by 
interest falling due 
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i 
of a mortgage under which the principal sum 


half-yearly instalments, the first payment with 


J. (reported 1918, 1 K. B. 123), affirmed, 


sment of aaithadlid J. (reported 1918, 1 K. B. 123). 
in September, 1v15, £400 from the defendant 


on 15th May, 1916. On 9th May, 1916, the secretary 
plaintiff notice that £48 odd would become payable 


of the so lety sent the 


on 15th May, and 
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paid registered post 

iid the defendants the 
sailhache, J., held that the use of the word “‘ re- 
mitting *’ in the defendants’ letter implied a request to send the money 


on 15th May, 1916 


udded : ‘‘I shall be obliged by your paying the 


yw 


on that dato our office at 13, Southampton- 
Please return this notice when remit- 


Ty sted to the defendants’ office at Southampton- 
red postal package containing £48 5s. 8d. in Treasury 


letter was delivered by the postman to the lift 


d 


la 
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on-street, who took a receipt for the postal package 
vas in the service of the landlord of the house, and 


efendant company. He appropriated the pack- 
The notepaper used by the society for corre- 
| note statin that ‘ all nie money orders, 
be crossed and made payable to ’’ the society 
iotes, and Treasury notes should be sent per pre 


The plaintiff sued for a declaration that he had 


through the post, wh 
made in that way. He 
sum as £48 in Treasury 
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the action. The plaintiff 


Pickrorp, L.J., havi 


the remittance sen 
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instalment and sree due under the mortgage 


1 


the payment was such as ordinarily would be 
hought that it was not usual to send so large a 
notes by post, and on that ground he dismissed 
app raled 

stated the facts, said the question was whether 


itt 

registered post was payment to the defendants, 
on of fact. The ordinary rule was that a debtor 
editor and make payment of his de ‘bt at the 
ce of business. But in modern times the post was 


discharging a debt. When that mode of payment 


vas adopted, there must be some invitation or request, either express or 
imp! 1, by the creditor to the debtor to do so, and while very little 
had been held sufficient to raise such an implication, Pe nnington Vv. 
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WARRINGTON an 
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ypinion expressed by Bailhache, J., and the appeal 
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was an invitation to send the payment by registered 
clearly a difference between a payment by Trea 


7. T. Rep. 43) decided that a mere practice 
the post was not sufficient to shew that the 


» debtor to pay, his debt in that way. There was in 


itation to the plaintiff to send Treasury notes, 


bank notes. because the former could be so easily 


a 


n 


in mind that even in the case of a registered 
possibility of the wrong person getting posses- 
receipt therefor by signature, it seemed to him 





send so large a sum of money in Treasury notes. 


1 Scrurtron, L.JJ.. concurred. Order accordingly. 
llant;e Barrington-Ward; for the respondents, 


ap} 


€ 


Vaddocks SoLiciTors 


&: Barnes 


Vount, Ste rry, de Wheeler; Collisson, Prichard, 


Crapeene: by Ersxine Reip. Barristerat-Law.) 


High Courtiphincers Division. 


Re BROWN, WACE v. SMITH. Eve, J, 11th April. 


Trustee—Prorir CostS—INSUFFICIENT ESTATE 


Witt—SoticiTor 


Where the estat 
7 


feqacies 


which he is app int 





LEGACY—ABATEMENT. 


ot a testator is solvent, but is insufficient to pay the 


in full, the profit costs of a solicitor given to him by the will of 
d executor and trustee do not take priority over the 





other legacies, hut must ahate proportionally. 

te W hit " P. nne ll uv Fy wank] n (1898, 2 Ch. 217) apy lied 

By her will made in March, 1916, the testatrix appointed the plaintiffs, 
one of whom, W. D vas a solicitor, executors an r vt iste thereof, 
ind she bequeathed a number of pecuniary legacies which she directed 
to be paid in full and all duties thereon to be paid ont of her residuary 
estat n { } legacies She then bequeathed certain eharit 
i} 1es a er f duty. and finally bequeathed £10.000 to the 
trust f Westfield College unon certain trusts, and also beaueathed 
+] sid f } tate to Westfield College. The will contained a 
leclaration that « trustee of her will who micht happen to be a 
so] wr should 1 1 nake and be paid all usual professional 
eet ae nd business de in reference to her will and 
the trusts thereof ule of or « to the contrary notwith 

' ' Tl died June. 1917, and the trustees got in and 


h amounted approximately to £56,000 and the 
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total legacies to £63,000, so that there was a deficiency, and an abate- 
ment became necessary. This summofhs was taken out by the trustees 
asking, inter alia, whether the charitable legacies and duties and the sum 
of £10,000 to the trustees of Westfield College and the profit costs pay- 
able to the plaintiff W. D. under the power to charge abated proportion- 
ally and pari passu, 

Eve, J. (after deciding that the legacy duties must be added to the 
charitable legacies and all abate rateably, continued :) I think the point 
as to the abatement of the profit costs of the solicitor is con¢luded by the 
authority of the Court of Appeal in Re White, Pennell vy. Franklin 
(1898, 2 Ch. 217). The effect of the declaration in the will enabling 
the solicitor-trustee to charge for professional services is 4 bequest to 
him of a legacy conditional upon his doing the work. The amount of the 
legacy must be ascertained when the work has been done and the amount 
of profit costs arrived at. It is nothing more or less than a bequest to 
the solicitor of that sum ultimately to be ascertained. I do not consider 
that in the case of an insufficient estate such a legacy stands on a different 
footing from other legacies in the same degree. Having regard, there- 
fore, to the principle underlying the decision of the Court of Appeal in 


Re White, Pennell vy. Franklin, I must hold that this legacy must abate 
proportionally with the other charitable legacies—CouNnsEL, Owen 
Thompson ; Clayton, K.C., and Crossman; Hewitt, K.C., and A. JD. 
Hillis; Maugham, K.C., and Formoy; Walter Banks. Soricrrors, Dawes 
d& Sona; Stileman d- Underwood: Walters & Co.: Bridqes, Sawtell, & 


Co.; Flower & Niusse y 


[Reported by 8. E. Wittiams 


Barrieter-at-Law.] 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
High Court—Chancery Division. 


Jte PACKE. SANDERS v. THE APTORNEY-GENERAL, 
Neville, J. 8th March 
Witt—CHARITABLE Bequess—Fatture—Cy-pres Doctrine. 


Where a testatrix bequeathed a cottage with a sum of money to her 
trustees to offer it to a certain corporation for a home of rest for clergy, 
and tf the corporation did not accept it, then to offer it to any other 
a home of rest for ladies or gentlemen of 
limited means, and by reason of the inaccessibility of the cottage and 
the smallness of the sum of money no corporation could be found by 
the trustees to accept wt, : 


society who would use it a 


Held, on an application by the trustees for directions, that there was 
no indication of a general intention of charity, and the cy-prés doctrine 
could not be applied, nor a scheme directed; but that, the particular 
purpose having proved impossible of performance, the gift accordingly 
failed, and the property pas 

Re Wilson (1910, 1 Ch. 314) applied. 

Brochet (1873, 8 Ch. App. 206) distinguished. J 

This was a summons by trustees to ask for directions as to what to 
do with a cottage and money under the following circumstances. In 
1916 a testatrix 1 freehold cottage and about 21,000 to the Poor 


Clergy Relief Corporation upon trust to use the cottage as a home 


ed as residue. 


Chamberlayne v. 


gave 


of rest for clergy and their wives, the income of the money to be 
employed in upkeep; but, if the corporation declined it, then the 
cottage and money were to go to her executors upon trust to convey 


and make over the same to any other society which, in their discretion, 
they might select upon trust to use the premises as a holiday home 
of rest for ladies and gentlemen of limited means. The corporation 
declined the bequest, and the executors had been unable to find any 
charitable institution willing to accept the trust by reason of the inacces- 
sibility and age of the cottage and the smallness of the sum to keep 
it up. The Attorney-General contended that the fact that a charitable 
institution willing to accept the trust could not be found was wholly 
immaterial and the Court should apply the cy-prés doctrine and direct 
a scheme in accordance with Chamberlayne vy. Brochet (supra). The 
residuary legatee submitted that as the gift, which was for a particular 


ance with Re Wilson 7 
Nevuse, J., after stating the facts, said: On the construction of 
the will there is no indication on the part of the testatrix of a general 
intention of charity beyond the particular purpose for which the gift 
was made, and that was proved impossible. The gift accordingly 
failed and the property passed into residue.—Counset, J. S. Franey 
(for FP. H. Errington, serving with His Majesty’s Forces) ; Austen-Cart- 
mell; Gavin Simonds Soricrtrors, W. E. Sanders; Paterson, Snow. 
& Co.; The Treasury Solicitor 
{Reported by L. 


(supra), 


ice i had failed, the bequest lapsed and fell into residue in accord- | 
é 


M. May, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re SCHOFIELD. BAKER ev. CHEFFINS AND OTHERS. 
15th March. 


Witt—Construcrion—Tenancy 1n ComMOn on Jotnt Tenancy—Guirr 
In Jomnt Tenancy—GtrT OveR or SHARE. 

Where a testator gave all his rents to his wife for life, and after her 
death bequeathed certain specific property, part thereof to his three 
grandchildren, A., B. and C., subject to their mother (his daughter) 
having power to receive the rents thereof in certain circumstances, “* but 
in the event of the death of either of the three children, their, his .or 


Younger, J, 





, 


her share to go to the-survivors,”’ and there was a further gift in an 
event which did not happen, and the testator’s wife died in 1892 and 
one grandchild died in 1894, and his daughter died in 1916, 

Held, (1) that the gift over did not take effect on the death of a 
grandchild in the life of his or her mother, but was confined to death 
during the life of the testator’s widow. (2) That the use of the word 
“ share”’ in the gift over, which did not take effect, was not in the 
connection in which it was used in the will a sufacient indtcation that 
the original gift in terms of joint tenancy was intended to be a gift to 
the grandchildren as tenants in common. : 

This was an adjourned summons to construe a will, under which the 
testator gave all his real and personal property to his wife for life, and 
after her death, after a certain specific devise to his executor, the will 
contained the following gift ‘‘to my grandchildren, Arthur Cheffins, 
Alice Cheffins and Ada Cheffins I give all those three dwelling-houses 
Nos. 52, 53 and 54, situate and being in Bull-street, Stratford-on-Avon 
aforesaid, but my daughter Alice Cheffins shall have power to 
receive the rents of the aforesaid houses so long as she keeps separate 
and apart from her present husband, and her receipt shall be a suffi 
cient discharge for the said rents independent of her present husband ; 
but in the event of the death of either of the said three children then his 
or her share to go to the survivors, but’in case of the death of all three 
then I direct that the said houses shallabe divided among and between 
all my children who may be then livin®.’’ The testator’s wife died in 
1892. Arthur died in 1894, under twenty-one and in the lifetime of 





his mother Alice, who died in 1916, and on the first question the Court 
decided, on the construction, that the gift over did not take effect on 
the death of a grandchild in the lifetime of his or her mother, but was 
confined to death during the lifetime of the testator’s widow. 

Youncer, J., after stating the facts, said : On this second point which 
now arises for determination, I hold that the three grandchildren 
take as joint tenants, and not as tenants in common. The use of the 
word ‘‘ share’ in the gift over, which does not take effect, is not; in 
my opinion, in the connection in which it is used in the will, a sufficient 
indication that the original gift in terms of joint tenancy is intended 
to be a gift to the three grandchildren as tenants in common.—CounsEL, 
7. W. Manning; J. BE. Harman. Soutcrtors, Sharpe, Pritchard, & Co., 
for James, Barton, & Kentish, Birmingham ;~/'aylor, Hoare, & Jelfe, 
for Perry, Son, & Richards, Birmingham. . 


{Reported by L. M. May, Barrister-at-Law.] 





. ; 4 &./% ” 
King’s Bench Dyivision. 
STEEL “AND ANOTHER v. MAHONEY. Div. Court. 


EMERGENCY LEGISLATION—LANDLORD AND TENANT—INCREASE OF RENT-- 
PRE-WAR ASSESSMENT—SUBSEQUENT HIGHER ASSESSMENT—INCREASE 
or Rent aNpD Morrcace Interest (WAR Restrictions) Act, 1915 
(5 & 6 Geo. 5, c. 97), s. 1, suB-sECTION (1), PAR. 4. 

A landlord is entitled, under section 1, sub-section (1), para. 4, of the 

Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest (War Restrictions) Act, 1915, 


2lst March. 





to charge an increase of rent equivalent to an increase of rates due to a 
higher assessment of the property made subsequent to the passing of 
the Act. 

This was an appeal from a county court. The action was by the 
landlord of a house occupied under the Increase of Rent and Mortgage 
Interest (War Restrictions) Act, 1915, by the appellant, the defendant. 


| The pre-war standard rent was 9s. per week, the landlord paying the 


rates. The Aét was passed on 23rd December, 1918. On 14th January, 
1916, the landlord served a notice on the tenant purporting to state 
the increased amount of rent which he was entitled to charge above 
the pre-war standard, owing to his payment of rates and water charges. 
After this notice was served the property was re-assessed at a higher 
valuation, and the rates were in consequence increased. The amount of 
4d. per week increase in rent was claimed by the landlord over the pre- 
war standard as chargable under this tevised assessment. The tenant 


| refused to pay more than the pre-war standard’ rent, and the action 


| 1915, when the Act came into force. 





was brought to recover the arrears of rent claimed. It was argued for 
the defendant (the appellant) that the landlord was not entitled, under 
section 1, sub-section (1), of the Act, to charge an increase of rates due 
to an increased assessment of the property made after 23rd December, 
The county court judge gave judg- 
ment for the plaintiff, and the defendant appealed from his decision. 
By section 1 (1), par. (iv.) of the Act it is provided that ‘“‘ Where the 
landlord pays the rates arr increase of the rent of the dwelling- 
house shall not be deemed to be an increase for the purposes of this 
Act if the amount of the increase does not exceed any increase in the 
amount for ‘the time being payable by the landlord in respect of such 
rates over the corresponding amount paid in respect of the yearly, half- 
yearly, or other period which included the third day of August, 
1914. ‘”’ By section 2 (1) (a), ‘‘ The expression ‘ standard rent ’ 
means the rent at which the dwelling-house was let on 3rd August, 
1914, or where the dwelling-house was not let on that date, the rent at 
which it was let before that date, or in the case of a dwelling-house 
which was first let after that date the rent at which it was first let.” 
By section 2 (1) (c), ‘‘ The expression. ‘ rateable value ’ means the rate- 
able value on ist-3rd August, 1914, or, in the case of°a house of part 
of a house first assessed after that date, the rateable value at which it 
was first assessed.”’ 
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Avory, -J.—This appeal raises a novel and interesting point under 
the Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest Act, 1915. ‘The substantial 


"point taken by counsel for thé defendant was that the notice given by 


the landlord on 14th January, 1916, was a bad notice, because it de- 
manded an increase of rent, or gave notice of an increase of rent, beyond 
the amount allowed by the Statute. He contended that the only increase 
which the landlord is authorized to make under section 1, sub-section (1), 

r. 4, where the rates have heen increased, is an increase of the rates 
upon the rateable value which existed for the particular house on drd 
August, 1914’ In other words, the argument was that for the purpose 
of calculating the increase which the landlord may make in the rent, 
he is to assume the rateable value of the house to remain as it was on 
3rd August, 1914, and he can only calculate any. increase in the rates 
on the footing that the rates are based on the assessment which pre- 
vailed on 3rd August, 1914. He supported that argument by reference to 
the definition of rateable value in section 2, sub-section (1) (c), of the 
Act : ‘‘ The expression ‘ rateable value’ means the rateable value on 
1st-3rd August, 1914, or, in the case of a house or part of a house first 
assessed after that date, the rateable value at which it was first 
assessed.’” Even if it had been correct to say that there was no section 
in the Act to which this definition of rateable value could apply, it 
would not have been a good reason for reading the words “ rateable 
value ’’ into par. 4 of sub-section (1) of section t of the Act. There was, 
in fact, sufficient reason for the definition of rateable value in section 2. 
Turning to par. 4 of sub-section (1), of section 2; he found that in the 
case of mortgages to which the Act applies, it is provided that the Act 
shall not apply (@) ‘‘ to any mortgage comprising one or more dwelling- 
houses to which this Act applies and other land if the rateable value of 
such dwelling-houses is less than one-tenth of the rateable value of the 
whole of the land comprised in the mortgage.’’ But the words in 
par. 4, sub-section (1) of section 1 had no reference to a rateable 
value existing on 3rd August, 1917; they merely said that where the 
landlord pays the rate, then an increase of rent shall not be deemed 
to be an increase if the amount of, increase.does not exceed any increase 
of such rate in respect of the yearly or half-yearly period which in- 
cluded 3rd August, 1914. The question then was, what was the amount 
for the time being payable in respect of such rates by the landlord, and 
not the amount payable by the landlord if the rateable value had re- 
mained as it was on 3rd August, 1914. The point failed, as the landlord 
was able to shew that the increase of rent did not exceed the increase in 
the amount for the time being in fact payable by him in respect of 
rates. 

SHEARMAN, J., concurred. Appeal dismissed.—CounsgEx, Brocklehurst, 
for the appellant; Cyril Atkinson, K.C., and Ray, for the respondent. 
Soricrrors, Howard, Laycock d& Co.; Eustace Beesley, Manchester. 

[Reported by G. H. Kwyorr, Barrister-at-Law.] 


New- Orders, &c. 


New Statutes. 
On 18th April the Royal Assent was given to 
The Trustee Savings Banks Act, 1918. 
The Military Service (No. 2) Act, 1918. 











War Orders and Proclamations, &c. 


The London Gazette of 19th April cpntains the following :— 

1. An Order in Council, dated 19th April, varying the Statutory List 
under the Trading with the Enemy (Extension of Powers) Act, 1915. 
Additions are made as follows :—Chile (3); Colombia (1) ; Denmark (1); 
Ecuador (2); Mexico (6); Netherlands (5); Netherland East Indies (8) ; 
Peru -(5); Portuguese West Africa, &. (2); Spain (2); Sweden (3). 
There are also a number of removals from and variations in the List, 
and the usual netices are appended (see ante, p. 10). A List (The Con- 
solidated List, No. 514) consolidating all previous Lists, up to and 
including 5th April, 1918, is in press and will shortly be published. This 
Consolidated List, together with the present List, contains all the names 
which up to this date are included in the Statutory List. 

2. A Notice that certain names have been added to the list of persons 
and bodies of persons to whom articles to be exported to China may be 


consigned. , 


3. A Notice that an Order has been made by the Board of Trade 
under the Trading with the Enemy Amendment Act, 1916, requiring 
another business to ba wound up, bringing the total to 522. 

4. An Order of the Central Control] Board (Liquor Traffic) for the 
Humber Area (Extension) (ante, p. 474), and a Supplemental Order with 
reference to Medicated Wines and New Excise Licences. 

The London Gazette of 23rd April contains no items requiring notice, 
other than those printed below. 


A Proclamation 


WITHDRAWING CERTAIN CERTIFICATES OF EXEMPTION rRoM MILITARY 
SERVICE. 

Whereas by Sub-section (1) of Section three of the Military Service 
(No. 2) Act, 1918, it is provided that His Majesty may, by Proclama 
tion declaring that a national emergency has arisen, direct that any 
certificates of exemption, other than certificates expressed to be granted 
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or renewed solely on the ground specified in paragraph (c) or on the 
ground specified in paragraph (d) of Sub-section (1) of Section two of 
the Military Service Act, 1916, granted or renewed to any class or body 
of men specified in the Proclamation, or to men of any class or descrip- 
tion so specified shall, as from the date specified in the Proclamation 
cease to have effect, and all certificates to which the Proclamation applies 
shall as from that date cease to be in force: 

And whereas by Sub-section (2) of Section three of the Military Service 
(No. 2) Act, 1918, it is provided that while any such Proclamation re- 
mains in operation no application shall, except in so far as the Procla- 
mation provides for the making of applications in any special cases, be 
entertained for the grant or renewal of the certificates mentioned in 
that Sub-section : 

And whereas a national emergency has arisen : 

Now, therefore, We, by and with the advice of Our Privy Council, in 
pursuance of the said Act and all other powers enabling Us in that be- 
half, do hereby direct that, as from the Twenty-fourth day of April, 
1918, the certificates of exemption from military service specified in the 
First Schedule to this Our Royal Proclamation shall cease to have effect : 
And in pursuance of the powers aforesaid We do hereby further direct 
that, notwithstanding that this Our Royal Proclamation is in operation, 
applications for certificates of exemption may be made in the special 
cases and subject to the provisions specified in the Second Schedule 
hereto. 

FIRST SCHEDULE. 

All certificates of exemption granted or renewed to men born in the 
years 1895, 1896, 1897, 1898, and 1899, exclusive of :— 

(1) Certificates held by men who pursuant to their last authorized 
medica] examination are at the date of this Proclamation :— 

(a) In medical category C 2, B3 or C 3 or in Grade 3, or 

(b} In medical category Bi, B2, B3, C1, C 2, or C3, or in Grade 
2 or Grade 3 if in their case they are at the date of this Proclamation 
whole time employed on a farm in farm work and are duly regis- 
tered pursuant to the National Registration Acts, 1915 and 1918, as 
being occupied on agricultural work. 

(2) Certificates granted or renewed on grounds of employment* by 
Colliery Recruiting Courts to persons employed in or about coal mines. 

(3) Certificates granted or renewed on grounds of employmert by Port 
Labour Committees, or the London Shipowners and Transport Workers’ 
Military Service Committee to men who at the date of this Proclamation 
are pursuant to their last authorized medical examination in a medical 
grade or category other than Grade 1 or Category A. 

(4) Certificates granted or renewed to persons who at the date of this 
Proclamation are duly qualified medical practitioners. 

(5) Certificates expressed to be granted or renewed solely on the 
ground specified in paragraph (c) or on the ground specified in para- 
graph (d) of Sub-section (1) of Section two of the Military Service Act, 
1916, that is to say, on the grounds of ill-health or infirmity or of a 
conscientious objection to the undertaking of combatant service. 


SECOND SCHEDULE. 


A. Application may be made to an Appeal Tribunal for the grant or 
renewal of a certificate of exemption solely on the ground specified in 
paragraph (a) of Sub-section (1) of Section two of the Military Service 
Act, 1916, in respect of a man who has established to the satisfaction 
of the County Agricultural Executive Committee in England or Wales, 
or the Board of Agriculture for Scotland in Scotland, that he is a hichlv 
skilled agricultural worker, whole time employed on a farm in farm 
work, and that he is irreplaceable and essential to the cultivation of the 
farm, provided that the application is lodged im accordance with the 
Regulations for Tribunals not later than the 15th day of May, 1918. 

B. Application may be made to a Tribunal for the grant or renewal 
of a certificate of exemption :— ; 

(i) Solely on the ground specified in paragraph (+) of Sub-section 
(1) of Section two of the Military Service Act, 1916, in respect of a 
man who establishes to the satisfaction of the Tribunal that he is 
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the last surviving son of a widow, of whom at least one son has died 
a result of wounds received in, or sickness contracted by, serv 
with Our Armed Forces during the present War; or 


ii) Solely on the yund specified in paragrap sh (d 
of Section two of the Military Service Act, 1916, 
1 man whose certificate was expressed to be granted or 
ch ground in addition to a ground specified in 


5b) of that Sub-section ; 


ded that such application is lodged, in accordance 
for Tribunals, not later than the Eighth day of May, 1 


1 April 
Explanatory Notes 


l.—This Proclamation operates to withdraw only 
exemption granted by Tribunals and by Government Departments under 
; 1 2 of the Military Service Act, 1916 It does not a 
cates issued under the Schedule of Protected Occupations 
vised), namely Forms 3476a, 34768, and 3476 W.M.\ 

yed on Admiralty, War Office or Munitions work, 


tes issued to men ¢ mployed by tailway Ce mpanies. 

2.—Certificates of exemption to which this Proclamation ; 
be in force on the Ath April, 1918 Phe holder 

te must forthwith tra the certificate, together 


; 


A Proclamation 


UNDER THE MUNITIONS OF War Acts, 1915 ro 1917. 
ta f section 5 of the Munitions of War Act. 1915. a: 


Munitions of Wat Amendment) Act, 1916 


whereas a difference within the meani of the 
between employer ind persons emp ed a 
and Dock Lal u s, in the Port of London, ; 
urs ot ork r otherwise as to terms and 
employment of works oading, discharging 
at quay and irves overside and im warehouses 
n iding all men engaged on dé labour 
il agreer t 
| is the Minister of Labour has investigated the 


ister of Mur " havi consid ad the r 
n mad t Minister f Lal ! 
Minister of Munitions, is not satisfied that effe 
the settlement of the said difference he 
‘rence arising on work other than munitions work 
vhereas in Our opinion the existence or continuance 
is direct! ind lirectly prejudicial to the 
ort 1 1 ly « Munitions of War 
therefore We by a d \ th the ul r t Our 
sed to proclaim, direct, and ordain, that Part I 


War Act, 1915, shall apply to the said difference 
April Gazette, 23 


Order in Council. 


NEW DEFENCE OF THE REALM REGULATION 


reby rdered that the f llowing amendment be 
of the Realm Regulations 
Internment of Persons of Hostile Origin, &« 
i » 143 ill be amended folle 
’ } 





“l by the Secretary of State for the purposes of this regulz 


After the fo th paragrapl ending with the words “‘ 
the llown paragraph shall be inserted 
In any area in respect of which the operation 


the Defence of the Realn Amendment Act. 1915 


being suspended, this Regulation shall apply 
person who is suspected of acting or | ing acted .o 
t to act in a manner prejudicial to the public 

e of the realm, as it applies in relation to persons of 
n , ition 

the fifth paragraph after the vord ‘‘ Scotland,’’ 
irs. thers ha be inserted the words “ and 

vord ‘ Scotland where it secondl occurs, 

t} vords ‘ 1 the Chief Secretary meer ste, 

the paragraph there hall be inserted the 

} +} ‘ ] } Y » ¢ \ y 
' l to be interned any. place in the British 
April Gazette, 





" 
that it has ceased t be ji n force, to the Local Office 
f National Service for the area in whi h the holder of the certificate 
gistered under the National Registration Acts, 1915 ; 
y man fails without reasonable cause or excuse to do so he 
offence under the Military Service (No. 2) Act, 1918 


(Gazette, 23 








ition of 





It’s WAR-TIME, BUT—Don’tT ForGet 


THE MIDDLESEX HOSPITAL. 


Its RESPONSIBILITIES ARE GREAT AND MUST 








Admiralty Order. 


RULES FOR NAVAL ORDNANCE MAGAZINE DEPOTS, &c 
UNDER THE CHARGE OF THE ADMIRALTY. 

1. Application.J—These rules shall apply to every person employed 
in the Naval Ordnance Magazine Depots, and shall have effect over the 
whole area within the Depdt except only such areas or buildings (if 
any) as are expressly excepted by the order of the Officer in Charge of 
the Depot. {he posting of these Rules conspicuously in or at the 
entrance to the Depét shall be deemed to be notice of their contents to 
all persons concerned. 

For the purposes of these Rules Naval Ordnance Magazine Depot shall 
include any hulk under the charge of the Admiralty which is used for 
the storage ol explosives. 

The rules relate to (2) Smoking, Tobacco, etc. ; (3) Matches, Lights, 
etc.; (4) Searching; (5) Intoxication ; and there is (6) a Saving of Other 
Rules. 

The Admiralty Rules dated the 12th of March, 1917, are cancelled 

18th April. [Gazette, 23rd April 


Army Council Orders, 
THE SALE OF WOOL (UNITED ‘KINGDOM) AMENDMENT 
ORDER, 1918. 
The Sale of Wool (United Kingdom) Order, 1918 [ante, p. 388], 


shall be amended as follows :— 
1) In clause 1 the words ‘‘ gathered wool or ”’ shall be omitted. 
(2) In clause 5 the words ‘‘ excepting gathered wool’”’ shall be 
ymitted ‘ 
3) This Order may be cited as the Sale of Wool (United Kingdom) 
Amendment Order, 1918. . 
20th Apri (Gazette, 23rd April 


WOOL (COLONIAL FELLMONGERS) ORDER, 1918. 


The Army Council hereby orders as follows :— 

1) Possession is taken ef all wool pulled or to be pulled from 
the skins of sheep or lambs in Great Britain, provided that nothi: 
herein contained shall be deemed to refer to any wool referred to 
in the Sale of Wool (United Kingdom) Order, 1918. 

2) All persons having in their custody or control any stocks 

| of the dese ript on aforesaid are hereby required to furnish 
| irticulars thereof as may be required by or on behalf of 
the Director of Son Materials. 

3) This Order may be cited as the Wool (Colonial Fellmongers 


22nd April (Gazette, 23rd April. 


, ° 
War Office Notice. 
GERMAN EAST AFRICA. 
CERTIFICATE UNDER THE TRADING WITH THE Enemy (Occuprep TERRI 
rory) ProcraMatTion Datep Fesruary 16TH, i915. 

I, George Kyrfaston Cockerill, a Brigadier-General in His Majesty's 
Army, being a person authorized by a Secretary of State to give 
Certificates under paragraph 3 of the Trading with the Enemy (Occu- 
pied Territory) Proclamation, 1915, hereby certify that the territory 
in Germarl East Africa other than the Lindi and Songea districts may 
be regarded as in the effective military occupation of the British Forces 

(Signed) G. K. CockKerILt, 
Brigadier-General 
19th April. . [Gazette, 19th April. 






Board of Trade Order. 
THE RAW COTTON (FOURTH CENSUS) ORDER, 1918. 
1. Every person who spins and every person who spins and manufat 


ll, on or before the 27th day of April, 1918, make 


tures raw cott¢ sha 


a return to the Cc otton Control Beard in the form contained in the first 


schedule to this Order, giving such particulars of his business as are 
required by such form. 

2. Every person who deals in raw cotton other than a member of the 
Liverpool or Manchester Cotton Associations shall, on or before the 


7th dav of April, 1918, make a return to the Cotton Control Board in 
the form contained in the second schedule to this Order, giving such 


particulars of his business as are required by such form. 

3. Every person who deals in cotton who is a member of the Liver 

pe oo] oF Manchester Catton Associations shall, if and when required by 
»C otton Control Board, make a return to them, giving such particulars 


of his business in such form as the Cotton Control Board may direct. 


4. This Order may be cited as the Raw Cotton (Fourth Census) Order, 
1918 
1 April 
Note.—Copies of the Order, with schedules, can be obtained from 
the Cotton Control Board, Victoria Hotel, Manchester. 
[Gazette, 23rd April. 
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Ministry of Munitions Orders. 


GAS WORKS RETORT CARBON, COKE OVEN CARBON AND 
PITCH COKE. 


1. No person shall as from the date hereof until further notice use, 
purchase or ‘take delivery of any Gas Works Retort Carbon, Coke 
Oven Carbon or Pitch Coke, except under and in accordance with the 
terms of a permit .issued.under the authority.of the. Minister of Muni- 
tions, or sell, supply or deliver any Gas Works Retort Carbon, Coke 
Oven Carbon or Pitch Coke to any person other than the holder of such 
a permit as aforesaid. 

2. The Order of the Minister of Munitions dated the 10th January, 
1917, relating to Gas Works Retort Carbon is hereby cancelled, but 
such cancellation shall not affect the previous operation of that Order, 
or the validity of any action taken thereunder, or the liability to any 
penalty or punishment in respect of any contravention or failure to 
comply with the same prior to its cancellation, or any proceeding or 
remedy in respect of such penalty or punishment. 

3. All applications for permits under this Order shall be addressed 
to the Controller, Non-Ferrous Materials Supply, M.S./R./C.L., Ministry 
of Munitions, 8, Northumberland Avenue, London, W.C. 2. 

4. This Order may be cited as the Gas Works Retort Carbon, &c., 
Control Order, 1918. 


19th April. 


(Gazette, 18th April. 





Food Orders. 
THE BEER (PRICES AND DESCRIPTION) ORDER, 1918. 


1. Sales of certain draught beer in licensed premises having a public 
bar.]}—A person shall not on or after the 1st April, 1918, sell or offer 
to sell any beer of the gravities mentioned in Clause 3, or any beverage 
containing any beer of such gravities, in any part of any licensed pre- 
mises having a public bar or public bars ale 

(a) such beer at the time of such sale or offer for sale is on 
sale by imperial measure in the public bar or public bars of the 
licensed premises; and also 

(6) such beer when sold by imperial measure in the public bar or 
public bars is sold at prices not exceeding the maximum prices 
provided by this Order. 

2. Sales of mixtures.J—A person shall not on or after the 1st April, 
1918, sell or offer to sell any beverage containing any beer of the 
gravities mentioned in Clause 3 in any public bar of any licensed 
premises unless beer of such gravity is on sale in that public bar, 

3. Amount of maximum price in public bars.1—Where beer is sold 
by imperial measure in a public bar, the maximum price for beer of 
an original gravity less than 1030° shall be_at the rate_of 4d. per im- 
perial pint, and for beer of an original gravity not exceeding 1034° 
and not less than 1030° shall be at the rate of 5¢. per imperial pint. 

4. Where beer is delivered on or after the 1st April, 1918, in a barrel 
or cask original gravity fo be stated and beer not to be diluted.} 


ss— 


7. Defence.—If in any proceedings against a retailer of beer in 
respect of an infringement of this Order, it is proved that an offence 
has been committed but the person charged with the offence proves— 

(a) that he purchased the beer, in respect of which the offence 
was committed, from a person who sold the beer as or for beer 
which might lawfully be sold in a public bar at the price charged ; 

(6) that he had no reason to believe at the time of sale that the 
gravity of the beer was not such as permitted of it being sold at 
the price charged or that the provisions of Clause 4 (6) of this 
Order had not been duly observed ; and 

(c) that he has given due notice to the prosecutor that he in- 
tended to rely on the provisions of this Clause ; 

such person shall be entitled to be discharged from the prosecution. 

8. Contracts._—Where the Food Controller is of opinion that “the 
price payable under any contract subsisting at the date of this Order 
for the sale of beer of a gravity not exceeding an original gravity 
of 1034° is such that the beer cannot at the prices permitted by this 
Order be sold or supplied by retail in a public bar at a reasonable 
profit, he may, if he thinks fit, cancel such contract or may modify 
the terms thereof in such manner as shall appear to him to be just. 

9. Use of words Government Ale and Government Beer.]—A person 
shall not, when selling any beer of an original gravity less than 1030°, 
or in any advertisement, circular, or placard relating to any such beer, 
describe the same as “‘ Government Ale” or ‘‘ Government Beer’ or 
use any other form of words calculated to lead to the belief that such 
beer is brewed under the authority, or pursuant to the directions of 
His Majesty’s Government, or any Government Department. 

12. Interpretation.1—In this Order :— 

“et Committee ’’ means in respect of any area in Great 
Britain the Food Control Committee established ee the area pur- 
suant to the Food Control Committee (Constitution) Order, 1917, 
and in respect of Ireland the Food Control Committee appointed 
for Ireland by the Food Controller. 

‘** Beer’ includes ale, porter, spruce beer, black beer and any 
other description of beer. 

“Public Bar” means— 

(a) where there is only one bar on the licensed premises such 
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all such bars except that bar or those bars, if any, where prior 

‘to the lst October, 1917, beer has customarily been sold at a 

higher rate than the rate charged for the like beer in some other 

bar on such premises ; and 
(c) any place where beer is sold under a retail off-licence. 

‘* Licensed Premises ’’ shall net include any registered club, can 
teen, theatre, music-hall, passenger vessel, railway restaurant car, 
or any buffet at a railway station, but subject as aforesaid shall 
include any premises where the sale of intoxicating liquor is 
carried on under a licence.., 

13. Jnfringements.] . 

14. Revocation.)—-The Beer (Prices and Description) Order, 1917, is 
hereby revoked as on the Ist April, 1918, but without prejudice to any 
proceedings in respect of any contravention thereof. : 

15. This Order may be cited as the Beer (Prices and Description) 
Order, 1918. 
19th March, 





ORDER AMENDING THE FOOD CONTROL COMMITTEES 
(MILK REQUISITION) ORDER, 1917. 
In exercisé of the powers conferred upon him by the Defence of the 
Realm Regulations, the Food Controller hereby orders that the Food 
Control Committees (Milk Requisition) Order, 1917 Lante, p. 164] (herein- 
after called the Principal] Order) shall be amended as follows :— 
1. Clause 2 of the Principal Order is hereby revoked and the follow- 
ing clause is substituted :— : ‘ 
“2. A Food Committee shall agree to pay in respect of milk 
requisitioned under this Order the maximum price payable to a pro- 
ducer under any Order of the Food Controller for the time being im 
force and applicable to such producer.” - 
- 


25th March. — 


—— 


THE FLOUR AND BREAD (REGISTRATION) ‘ORDER, 1918. 
1. Registration of retailers of flour.|}—(a) A person shall not deal in 
flour by retail— : 
(i) after the lst May, 1918, except in, about o) in connection 
with premises in respect of which he has applied for a certificate 
of registration as a retailer of flour under tuis Order ; or ; 
(ii) after the 11th May, 1918, except in, about or in connection 





(8) where there is more than one bar on the licensed premises, 


with premises in respect of which he is the holder of a certificate 
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of registration as a retailer of flour for the time being in force 
granted by the Food Committee for the district in which the 
premises are situate :. 
But this shall not prevent a retailer of flour who has duly applied or is 
duly registered from selling from his cart in the ordinary course of 
business. 
Upon the refusal of a certificate of registration the applicant’s title, 
if any, shall cease. ‘ 
(6) A retailer of flour may be registered as a hawker or costermonger, 
and in such case shall sell only from his cart, stall, or barrow and at 
such other place, if any, as may be named in the certificate. 


2. Registration of other users of flour.|\—A person shall not manufac- 
ture for sale any bread, flour, confectionery, biscuits or cakes 

(a) after the lst May, 1918, except in, about or in connection with 

premises in respect of which he has applied for a certificate of 
registration as such a manufacturer under this Order; o1 

(+) after the 11th May, 1918, except in, about or in connection 

with premises in respect of which he is the holder of a certificate 

of registration authorizing him in that behalf for the time being 

in force granted by the Food Committee for the district in which the 

premises are situate. 


15. Penalty.) 
16. Title and extent of Order This Orde may be cited as the Flour 


and Bread (Registration) Order, 1918. 
27th March. 


THE BREAD (USE OF POTATOES) ORDER, 1918. 

1. Optidnal use of potatoes in bread. It shall be lawful for any 
person in the manufacture of bread to add to and to mix with the 
ingredients thereof such quantity of potatoes or potato products as the 
Food Controller may by notice under this Order from time to time 
authorize. Until further notice, the quantity authorized shall be such 
quantity as the maker of the bread shal! think fit. 


2. Compulsory use of potatoes.] a) The Foods Controver may by 
notice under this Order direct that in the manufacture of any bread 


manufactured for sale there shall be used such quantity of potatoes or 
potato products as may be specified in the notice 
(6) Subject to the provisions of any such notice, a Food Committee 


may by notice under this Order exercise the like power as respects all 
or any of the bread which is, within their district or any part of their 
district, manufactured for sale, or sold, or delivered pursuant to a con- 
tract of sale. 

“(c) All persons concerned 
this Order. 

3. Wheaten Nour.|—Any potatoes or potato products used in the manu 
facture of bread pursuant to the foregoing provisions of this Order shall 
be deemed for the purposes of any statute to be wheaten flour. 

. > * * 


hall comply with any direction given undet 


5. Certificate of analyst.|}—Where in any proceedings in respect of an 
infringement of this Order any question arises as to the quantity of 
potato or potato products contained in any bread, the production of the 
certificate of the Principal Chemist of the Government Laboratories, or 
of an analyst appointed under the Sale of Food and Drugs Acts, shall be 
sufficient evidence of the facts therein stated unless the Defendant 
require that the person who made the analysis be called as a witness 
The certificate of the principal Chemist or of the analyst shall so far as 


circumstances permit be in the form required by the Sale of Food and 
Drugs Acts. 
6. Interpretation.|—In this Order the expression “ Food Committee ” 


shall mean as regards Great Britain a Food Control Committee appointed 
in pursuance of the Food Control Committees (Constitution) Order, 1917, 
and as regards Ireland the Food Control Committee appointed for Ireland 
by the Food Controller. 

7. Penalties.}—Infringements of this Order are summary offences 
against the Defence of the Realm Regulations. 

8. Revocation.}—The Bread (Uses of Potatoes) Order, 1917 [ante. 
p. 12], is hereby revoked as on the date of this Order, but without 
prejudice to any proceedings in respect of any contravention thereof. 

T'itle.}—This Order may be cited as the Bread (Use of Potatoes) Order, 
1918. 

27th March. 

ORDER OF THE FOOD CONTROLLER AMENDING THE 

BRITISH CHEESE ORDER, 1917. 

The Food Controller hereby Orders that The British Cheese Order, 
1917 [ante, p. 73] (hereinafter called the Principal Order), shall be 
amended as follows : 

1. The Schedule to this Order shall be substituted for the Schedule 
to the Principal Order which is hereby revoked 

2. The followin’ clauses shall be inserted after Clause 7 of the 
Principal Order. 

“7. A. The provisions of Clause 7 of this Order shall not apply 
in the case of cheese delivered by or on behalf of the maker thereof 
on or after the 1st April, 1918, and the following provisions shall have 
effect as regards such cheese :— 

**(a) The maker of any such cheese (other than cheese-of the 





Caerphilly, Wensleydale, Stilton and ‘‘ Small Holder ”’ types) shall 
cause the same to be indelibly marked immediately after it is 
made with the date of its manufacture. 
** (b) No addition shall be made to the price of any such cheese 
to compensate for shrinkage. 
‘7. B. For the purposes of Clause 7 of this Order, no time after 
March 3lst, 1918, shall be taken into account as part of a period of 
14 days.” 


28th March. 
(ScHEDULE oF PRIcEs:] 


THE SUGAR (DOMESTIC PRESERVING) ORDER, 1918. 

1. Sugar for domestic preserving.J—When any person receives any 
sugar issued by the Royal Commission on the Sugar Supply (hereinafter 
called the Sugar Commission) for the purpose of the preserving of 
fruit grown by the preserver, such person shall not dispose of or deal 
with such sugar so as to divert the same to any other purpose or use 
the same except for the purpose of preserving fruit grown by him. 

2. Statement on invoice.J—On any sale of any such sugar the vendor 
shall on the invoice or package clearly state that the sugar may be 
used only for the preserving of fruit grown by the preserver. 

3. Sugar deemed to be issued for domestic preserving.]—Where the 
invoice relating to or the package containing any sugar bears a state- 
ment to the effect that the same may be used only for the preserving 
of fruit grown by the preserver the sugar shall be deemed to have been 
issued by the Sugar Commission for the purpose stated. 

4. Disposition of sugar.j—(a) No retailer shall sell or dispose of any 
sugar issued by the Sugar Commission for the purpose of the preserving 
of fruit grown by the preserver except to-a person named in and to 
the amount authorized by a permit issued by or under the authority of 
the Food Controller or the Sugar Commission. 

(b) Every retailer shall in respect of such sugar comply with such 
directions as the Food Controller or the Sugar Commission may give 
from time to time. 

5. Directions as to use of sugar.J—Any person who shall have acquired 
any such sugar and who for any cause is thereafter unable to use 
or fails to use the same for the putpose for which it was issued shall 
give notice of the fact forthwith to the Food Committee for the area 
in which he resides and shall hold such sugar at the disposal of such 
Committee. 

7. False statements, etc.) 

10. Revocation.J—The Sugar (Domestic Preserving) Order, 1917 
[61 Soricrrors’ Journat, 562], is hereby revoked but without prejudice 
to any proceedings in respect of any contravention thereof. 

11. Vitle.J—\a) This Order may be cited as the Sugar (Domestic 
Preserving) Order, 1918. 

(6) This Order shall not apply to Ireland. 

28th March. 


ORDER AMENDING THE GRAIN (PRICES) ORDER, 1917. 
The Food Controller hereby Orders that the Grain (Prices) Order, 
1917 [61 Soticrrors’ Journal, 698] (hereinafter called the principal 
Order), shall be amended as follows :— 
1. Clause 5 of the Principal Order is hereby revoked as on the 11th 
April, 1918, and the following clause substituted :— 
5. On the occasion of the purchase of any of the grains men 
tioned from any person who is a recognised dealer in grain and 


who is not the producer of the Grain sold, the following provisions 


shall have effect :— 
(i) Where the purchase is made by a Flour Miller buying for 
“the purpose of his Mill, or is a purchase of barley made by any 
person, the maximum price shall be ascertained by adding 1s. 
per quarter to the price otherwise applicable according to the 
foregoing provisions of this Order. 

(ii) Where a purchase is a purchase of grain other than barley, 
and is made otherwise than by a Flour Miller buying for the 
purpose of his mill, the maximum price shall. be ascertained 
by adding 2s. per quarter to the price otherwise applicable 
according to the foregoing provisions of this Order, provided 
that where the total quantity of a particular kind of Grain 
purchased by one buyer from one seller does not in any period 
of seven consecutive days including the day of sale exceed 15 
sacks, the maximum price in respect of each quarter so pur- 
chased shall be ascertained by adding 4s. per quarter to the 
price otherwise applicable according to the foregoing provision 
of this Order, and where such total quantity does not in that 
period amount to one sack, the maximum price in respect of 
each quarter so purchased shall be ascertained by adding 8s. per 
quarter to the price otherwise applicable according to the fore- 
going provisions of this Order. 

%. Nothing inthis Order shall affect any contract made before the 
llth April, 1918. 


5th April. 
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THE FOOD HOARDING ORDER, 1917. 
Authorization. 


Notwithstanding the provisions of the Food Hoarding Order, 1917 
{61 Soricrrors’ JourNaL, 402], the Food Controller hereby authorizes 
any person to acquire eggs for the purpose of preserving them for use 
in his own household subject to compliance with the f&%llowing condi- 
tions :— 

(a) Notice of the number of eggs intendéd to be acquired and 
preserved shall be sent to the Food Control Committee for the 
district within which the person usually resides ; and 

(6) The number of eggs acquired shall not exceed the number 
stated in such notice or, if objection is taken by the Committee to 
the number stated, the number permitted by the Committee. 

5th April. 





THE POWERS OF FOOD CONTROL COMMITTEES 
. (INTERPRETATION) ORDER, 1918. 


1. The expressions “ Article of Food” and “ Foodstuffs ’’ contained 
in the Food Control Committees (Local Distribution) Order, 1917 [ante, 
p. 200], the Food Control-Committees (Local Distribution) Amendment 
Order, 1918 [ante, p. 371], the Food Control Committees (Requisitioning) 
Order, 1918 [ante, p. 336], shall for the purposes of those Orders mean 
every article which is used for food by man and every article which 
ordinarily enters into or is used in the composition or preparation 
of human food, and shall include tea, coffee, and cocoa; and _the 
said Orders shall be read and take effect as if they had originally 
contained the foregoing interpretation of these expressions. 

2: This Order may be cited as the Powers of Food Control Com- 
mittees (Interpretation) Order, 1918. 

5th April. 





THE BACON (PROHIBITION OF EXPORT) ORDER, 1918. 


1, Except under and in accordance with the terms of a licence granted 
by or under the authority of the Food Controller, a person shall not 
until further notice send, ship or consign any carcase or part of a carcase 
of a pig or any bacon, ham, Jard or other pig product from any part of 
Great Britain to any destination in Ireland. 

2. Penalty.) 

3. This Order may be cited as the Bacon (Prohibition of Export) 
Order, 1918. 

10th April. 


Military Service. 

Sir Donald Maclean, speaking at the House of Commons Tribunal 
on the 18th inst. with reference to the new Military Service Act, said :— 
It is to be hoped that the Government will as speedily as possible 
announce their method of procedure in relation to the use of the new 
classes now open to military service. ‘Iwo things, at any rate, can 
be said now, first, a man need do nothing until he has a notice 
calling on him to submit himself for medical examination ; secondly, 
it is not intended to call up for military service this year any man 
who is in Grade 3 unless he possesses some quite exceptional qualifica- 
tions which are urgently needed. 

In view of the great disturbance in business and in all classes of 
social activity of national importance, | strongly urge the Government 
to state at once that they will not, unless a vital national crisis arises 
such as to require a levy en masse as contemplated in section 3 of the 
Act, call up any man over forty-seven before next October. Very few 
men above that age can be of any military value, and the relief and 
benefit to business of a clear understanding of this kind would be 
incalculable.- [ have heard that Germany has intimated by the official 
wireless of 7th April that she has disbanded, and will not call up in 
future, any men of forty-nine and upwards. 

In the House of Commons, on Monday, Mr. Beck, Parliamentary Secre- 
tary to National Service, replying to Captain Barnett, said : The schedule 
of Protected Occupations was revised at the beginning of this year with 
the object of releasing for service a large number of fit men. The 
revised schedule came into operation on lst February, 1918, and a large 
number of certificates have already been withdrawn under it. The 
Government have also given directions that, with the exception of men 
engaged in an occupation for which an age limit of nineteen is fixed 
in the schedule, Grade I. men born in 1898 and 1899 are not to be 
retained in Admiralty, War Office, or munition firms after 17th May, 
and Grade I. men born in 1895, 1896, or 1897 so employed are not to 
be retained after 17th June. If it is found that the temporary 
retention of any men covered by these directions is absolutely essential 
to the output of munitions which are immediately required, such cases 
are to be referred to a committee representing the Ministry of National 
Service, the War Office, and the Admiralty or Ministry of Munitions, 
as the case may be. The occupations for which the nineteen age limit 
is fixed are shipbuilding and repairing, section A, and oil shale mining 
and shale oil works, section B. 

Replying to Mr. Hudson, who asked whether his attention had been 
drawn to a suggestion made by the chairman of the London Appeal 
Tribunal, on Thursday week, that an intimation should be given that 

_ 





EQUITY AND LAW 


LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
18, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. 


ESTABLISHED 1844. 
DIRECTORS. 
Chairman—John Croft Deverell, Esq. Deputy-Chairman—Richard Stephens Taylor, Esq 
James Austen-Cartmell, Esq. William Maples, Esq. 
on ye Bateson, Eaq., K.C. Allan Ernest Messer, Esq ‘ 
ohn George Butcher, Esq., K.C., M.P. The Rt. Hon. Sir Wa ¢ 
Fe Church, Esq. ; ; Bart., D.C " — 
iilip G. Collins, Esq Sir Ernest Murr: ‘ 
Harry Mitton Crookenden, Esq. MP. 5 money Teast, Eee 
Robert William Dibdin, Esq. 
Charles Baker Dimond, Esq. 
~~. Roger Burrow Gregory, Esq. 
L. W. North Hickley, Ksq. Francis Minchin Voule 
Archibald Herbert James, Esq. Charles Wigan, — ~ 
FUNDS EXCEED - - £5,000,000. 
All classes of Life Assurance Granted. Whole Life and Endow 
W ithout profits, at exceptioually low rates of premium, a 
W. P. PHELPS, Manager, 


Charles R. Rivington, Esq. 
Mark Lemon Romer, Esq., K.C. 
the Hon. Sir Charles Russell, Bart. 





men of forty-seven years of age and upwards liable fox military service 
should not be called up until October next, except in the event of 
such a national emergency as was contemplated in section 3 of the 
recent Military Service Act, Mr. Beck said : I have seen the reports 
of the suggestion made by the chairman of the London Appeal Tribunal 
and also heard his speech during the Committee stage of the Military 
Service Act. Ags was explained by my right hon. friend the Minister 
of National Service, the age of fifty was adopted after most careful 
consideration, and having in mind not only the reinforcement of the 
fighting services, but the maintenance, so far as possible, of the com- 
mercial fabric of the nation. It was also considered that the fixing 
of the age at fifty would assist in alleviating the inevitable personal 
hardships caused by the present grave crisis. I regret, therefore, that 
it is not possible tor the Government to depart from its considered 
policy, which was endorsed by both Houses of Parliamént. 

In the House of Commons, on Tuesday, Mr. Beck, asked by Mr. 
Butcher whether, having regard to the complexity of the new Military 
Service Bill, he would at the earliest possible date issue a memorandum 
explaining as simply as possible the effect of the Bill, the alterations 
effected by it, and the intentions of the Government, as announced 
during the debates in the House, in regard to changes in the tribunals 
and other matters to be dealt with ‘by Orders in Council, said the 
Minister of National Service was having a memorandum prepared on 
the lines suggested, which would shortly be issued. Copies would be 
placed in the library of both Houses of Parliament, 


, War Charities Regulation. 

The Charity Commissioners for England and Wales have made the . 
following regulation :— 

Where any appeal is made to the public for donations or subscrip- 
tions in money or in kind to any war charity registered under the 
Act, or any attempt is made to raise money for any such charity by 
promoting any bazaar, sale, entertainment, or exhibition, or by any 
similar means, the name of the charity as appearing in the certificate 
of registration shall be stated in full in all posters, bills, circulars, 
advertisements, and notices relating to such appeal or attempt to raise 
money, with the addition of the words ‘‘ Registered under the War 
Charities Act, 1916.”’ 


Rents after the War. 


The Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest (War Restrictions) Act, 
passed in 1915, which fixed for the period of the Act all rents of 
houses under certain limits of value, and the rates of interest of mort- 
gages on such houses, at their pre-war figure, expires six months after 
the war. In view of the dearth of houses and the increase in cost 
of building, difficult questions arise as to the policy which should be 
pursued by the Government. The Minister of Reconstruction, after 
consultation with the President of the Local Government Board and 
the Secretary for Scotland, has therefore appointed a committee, with 
the following reference :—- 

To consider the legislation embodied in the Increase of Rent and 
Mortgage Interest (War Restrictions) Act, 1915, as amended, in relation 
to the housing of the working classes after the war, and to recommend 
what steps, if any, should be taken to remove any difficulties which 
may arise in connection therewith. 

The committee is constituted as follows :—Lord Hunter, W. J. Board, 
Esq., Edwin Evans, Esq., L.C.C., Judge Mellor, K.C., C.B.E., B. 8. 
towntree, Esq., Right Hon. W. Crooks, M.P., KE. M. Gibbs, Esq., 
F.R.I.B.A., W. B. Neville, Esq.; W. G. Wallace, Esq. (secretary). 

Communications should be addressed to the secretary, 2, Queen 
Anne’s-gate-buildings, $.W. 1. 
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Societies. 
The City of London Solicitors Society. 


The ninth annual general meeting of this company was held on the 
15th inst. at the Pewterers’ Hall, Limber-street, London, E.C., by 
kind permission of the Pewterers’ Company, the Master, Mr. G. L. F. 
McNair (Messrs. Stibbard, Gibson & Co., and Thomas Cooper & Co.), 
presiding. 

The Master, in presenting the report of the court of assistants of 
the company for the past year, referred to the activities and continued 
usefulness of the company. Sir Homewood Crawford, Senior Past 
Master, the representative of the company on the Council of the Law 
Society, explained the various steps taken by the Council to oppose the 
Solicitors (Qualification of Women) Bill, and to secure extra 


remuneration for solicitors by way of war bonus. As treasurer, he | 


also presented the company’s accounts for the year, duly audited by 
Mr. Albert Hicks, the company’s honorary auditor. Mr. J. R. Pakeman, 
C.C. (well known for his interest in the civic affairs of the City) was 


elected to the court to fill one of the vacancies caused by the resigna- 


tions. of Mr. P. C. C. Francis (through illness) and Mr. H. J. Adkin. 
Votes of thanks to both these gentlemen were passed for their valuable 
services. 

At the meeting of the court immediately following the annual meet- 
ing Mr. McNair was re-elected as Master of the company for the 
second year, Mr. S. C. Scott (Messrs. Scott, Bell & Co.) was elected 
senior warden, and Mr. Wrensted (Messrs. Wrensted, Hind & Co.) 
as junior warden. Sir Homewood Crawford was re-elected as honorary 


treasurer of the company, ahd Captain H. D, P. Francis, M.C. (on. 


active service) as clerk, with Mr. 8. H. Barnes as deputy clerk. 


Sir E. Clarke’s Old School. 


Sir Edward Clarke, K.C., having resigned the presidency of the 
City of London College, atterided on Monday evening the unveiling at 
the college of a bookcase inscribed with his name and arms, together 
with a short record of his association with the college since 1854, suc- 
bead as student, teacher, member of council, chairman, and presi- 

ent. 

The ceremony was performed by the Lord Mayor, who described 
Sir Edward Clarke as a citizen in the fullest sense of the word, as 
he was born in the City, educated to a large extent at the City of 
London College, and launched thence upon his brilliant career as lawyer 
and politician. 

In returning thanks, Sir Edward Clarke said he had two treasures 
with which he was loth to part, but he now offered them to the college. 
One was his first prize, a set of volumes received at the college in 
1856, and the other was an address of congratulation offered to him 
by the students and staff when he became Solicitor-General in 1886. 

is wish was that the books should be placed in the bookcase, and 
that. the address should be framed and hung upon one of the walls. 

The gifts were accepted with cordial thanks by the chairman of the 
governing body, Sir Lulham Pound. 














Practising Without Certificates. 


At Bow-street Police Court, on the 19th inst., says the 7'imes, before 
Mr. -Garrett, Charles Ernest Castellan, of Hare Cottage, Romford, and 
John H. Edgelow, of Barton, near Lymington, Hants, were severally 
summoned for having on divers dates in 1916 and 1917 unlawfully 
pretended to be qualified to act as solicitors. 

Mr. R. umabors; prosecuting for the Law Society, stated that 
both’ the defendants were solicitors by profession, and up to 1916 
were partners in. practice at Quality-court, Chancery-lane, the firm 
being known as Hennen Edgelow & Castellan. After the outbreak of 
war Castellan joined the Army, and did not take out a certificate after 
November, 1415. Edgelow carried on the business until November, 


—t916, and then he also stopped taking out a certificate. Nevertheless, in 


May, 1917, an action was begun by the firm, and Edgelow wrote a 
series of letters respecting it on paper bearing the title of the firm 
as solicitors. That went on until December, 1917, when Edgelow ceased 
to carry on business as representative of the firm and Castellan re- 
turned from the Army to practice. He then made application for a 
certificate, but did not wait for it to be issued before resuming business, 
and the attention of the Law Society was called to the irregularity. 
Both defendants had written letters explaining the circumstances and 
asking that the summonses might be withdrawn. The society had con- 
sidered the matter too serious for them to adopt that course, 

Castellan said that on returning from the Army he applied for his 
certificate, and took it for granted that it woyld go through in due 
course, and that therefore he might proceed to carry on the action 
to which Mr. Humphreys had referred. 

Mr. Garrett ordered each defendant to pay a fine of £5 and £5 5s. 
costs. 








Sir George Cave, K.C., M.P., the Home Secretary, was presented | 


last Saturday with the freedom of the borough of Kingston-on-Thames 


Law Students’ Journal 


Calls to the Bar. 

The following gentlemen were called to the Bar on Wednesday :— 

Lincoin’s Inn.—Major E, T. Carver, A.S.C., B.A. Camb. ; Captain 

A. T. W. Paine; Staff Paymaster J. N. Fletcher, R.N.; K. P. Padshah, 
| Univ. Coll.. Lond. 

Mipp.ie Tempie.—P, R. Murti; Second Lieutenant Sir C, C. Mansel, 
| Bt., R.F.C.; Lieutenant-Colonel A. N. S. Jackson, B,A.. Oxon; 
| Lieutenant H. 8. Nichols, R.F.O.; R. J. Sowter, B.Sc., Lond. ; Captain 
| A. Tozer, B.A. Oxon, R.E.; Major H. H. Hanworth, R.F.A.; P. 
Phillipowsky ; M. Zahuruddin, B.Sc. Lond.; J. M. Iles, E. R. Koek; 
W. M. Fernando; Second Lieutenant L. A. Byrne. 
| Inner Tempre.—F. Wishart,-M.A. Aberdeen (certificate of honour, 
| Hilary Term, 1916); L. F. Page, B.A. Oxon; T. S. Sanderson, B.A. 
| Camb. ; N. H, Oliver; J. MoI. Falkiner; C. Porri, B.A. Oxon; W. E. G. 
' Sekyi, B.A. Lond.; H. K. Clayden, M.A. Camb.; T. C. Mudie; H. H. 
McLean, Yale University ; W. H. Hope-Nicholson, B.A. Oxon; P. C. V. 
Rayan, C.C.C. Oxon; R. C. Kulreti, B.A., LL.B., Camb. 

Gray’s Inn.—W. Bullock, Director i/c ‘Seaside Military Reception 
Hosp., Seaford; R. 8. Rattray, M.B.E.; Second Lieutenant H. Bridge- 
water, R.F.A.; N. H. Langley-Smith, B.A. LL.B., Camb., late Lieut. ; 
F. W. Crossley-Holland, F.C.S.; M. R. Sasri, M.A. (Honours) Edin. 


Obituary. 


Qui ante diem periit, 
Sed miles, sed pro patria. 














Captain Hugh Neville Wegg. 


Captain Hucn Nevitite Weae, Middlesex Regiment, who was killed un 
25th March, was the younger son of the late William Wegg, M.D 
Cantab., and Mrs. Wegg, of 15, Hertford-street, Mayfair. He was 
educated at Marlborough and Caius College, Cambridge, taking his degree 
in 1904. He was admitted as a solicitor in 1906, and practised at 41, 
Bedford-row, W.C. When the war broke out he joined a Public Schools 
battalion of the Middlesex Regiment on its formation. He was soon made 
a sergeant, and received a commission in the same regiment before 
Christmas, 1914. He passed with distinction through the Hythe-Schoo! 
of Musketry in the following spring, and left with his battalion for 
France in November, 1915. Getting his cormpany in February, 1916, he 
remained with the battalion until shortly after the battle on the Somme, 
when he was invalided home with trerich fever. He rejoined his battalion 
last July, and commanded his company in important engagements ‘when 
the mene of the battalion was specially mentioned, A little later he was 
transferred to a regular battalion of the Middlesex Regiment, 





Captain William Miles Morant. 


Captain Wr11am Mires Morant, Durham L.I., was killed on 11th 
April, after three years’ active service at the front. The only son of 
Mr. W. G. Morant, Chief Constable of the County of Durham, and Mrs. 
Morant, he was educated at Durham School. When war was declared 
he was engafed as a solicitor on the staff of Sir Charles Mathews, Director 
of Public Prosecutions. He volunteered, and was granted @ commission 
in the Durham Light Infantry in 1914, and was killed on his twenty-sixth 
birthday. ° 


—_——_—- 


Lieutenant Horatio S. Walpole, 





Lieutenant Horatio Spencer Watroe, Coldstream Guards, who fell 
on 9th April, aged-thirty-six, was the younger and only surviving son 


' of the late Henry Spencer Vade-Walpole, and of Mrs. Vade-Walpole, of 
| 27, Montpelier-square, S.W. He was educated at. Eton and at New 





on severing his twelve years’ Parliamentary association with the divi- | 
sion. Kingston has now become a Parliamentary borough, and at the’' 


next election Sir George will contest the Richmond constituency. 


College, Oxford, and was admitted a solicitor in 1909, becoming a partner 
in the firm of Messrs. Dangerfield, Blythe & Co., of 26, Craven-street, in 
1914. In the same year he renounced, by deed poll, the name of -Vade, 
which his father had assumed under a cousin’s will in 1892. He joined 
the Inns of Court O.T.C. in January, 1916, was given his ‘commission in 
the Coldstream Guards in the following March, and in August he went 
ty France, being wounded in the Guards’ attack on 15th September, 1916. 
He went to the front again in August, 1917, and had ever since been on 
active service at the front. Many of his brother officers have written to 
say he was beloved by everyone in the battalion, and that his loss is 


| felt most deeply by all who knew him. He was heir-presumptive to the 


two baronies of Walpole. He married in 1906 Dorothea Frances, only 
daughter of the late F. B. M. Montgomerie, and ef Mrs. Montgomerie, of 
1, Cromwell-place, who, with a son and a daughter, survives him. His 
elder brother, Lieutenant T. H. B. Vade-Walpole, 10th Gordon High- 
landers, was killed on 20th September, 1915, near Loos. 


Second Lieutenant Charles A. Bolter. 


Second Lieutenant Cxartrs Ausert Boxter, M.G.C., killed on 13th 
April, aged thirty-one, was son of Mr. A. E. Bolter, secretary of the 
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Great Western Railway Company. He was educated at St. Paul’s 
School, where he took a keen interest in the school games and became 
captain of the cricket eleven. He took up law as his profession, and 
on being admitted a solicitor in 1911 joined the service of the Great 
Western Railway on the staff of the solicitor. He enlisted in the Artists 
Rifles immediately after the outbreak of the war, and was drafted to 
France in January, 1915. After serving with his regiment for some 
months, he was appointed a sergeant-instructor in the Machine-gun 
School in France, where he remained until he returned home to take up 
a commission in the Machine-gun Corps, to which he was gazetted in 
April, 1917, proceeding again to the front towards the end of the year. 
His commanding officer writes :—‘‘ I was with him a few hours before, 
and he was awfully cheerful, and so keen. He was one of the most 
respected officers in my company, and loved by his section.”’ 








Legal News, 
Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolutions. 


Joun Hovutson RicHarpson, JoHN Hovrison RICHARDSON, JUN., and 
Herpert Epwarp Wriitiam Fox, solicitors (John Houison Richardson, 
Son & Fox), 15, Sunbridge-road, in the city of Bradford. March 31. 


Epwin Prace and Henry CLayTon DARLINGTON, solicitors (Peace & 
Darlington), 8, Cook-street, in the city of Liverpool, and 31a, King-street, 
Wigan, in the county of Lancaster. December 31. The said Edwin 
Peace will continue the sgid business under the same style as heretofore. 

(Gazette, April 23. 


—_—— 


General. 


In the House of Commons, on Tuesday, Mr. Bonar Law, asked by 
Colonel Sir F. Hall whether the British Government were pledged to 
support the resolutions of the Paris Conference of the Allies with 
respect to the economic policy to be pursued towards enemy countries 
after the conclusion of the war; and, if so, whether the Government 
would see that such pledges were carried out in their entirety, or 
whether, on the other hand, there had been any alteration in the policy 
of the Government in this respect, said his Majesty’s Government 
informed the French Government officially, in July, 1916, that they 


_ approved the resolutions of the Paris Economic Conference. There 


has been no change in the general policy of his Majesty’s Government 
ain regard to the subjects considered by the Paris Conference. Mr. 
Denman asked whether the resolutions were not contrary to the declared 
policy of the United States? Mr. Bonar Law said they were not. Mr. 

ringle : Have the United States been asked to accept the resolutions ? 
Mr. Bonar Law : No, they have not. 


A correspondent of the Times writes :—Mr. Francis William Fox, 
whose death is announced in his seventy-seventh year, did good work 
for international arbitration, especially in promoting the first Hague 
Conference, and in recognition of his services he was allowed to be 
present at the first session. He was vice-chairman of the Anti-Slavery 
and Aborigines Protection Society, and took a practical interest in 
the Brussels Slave Trade Conference of 1889-90, the abolition of slavery 
in Zanzibar, foreign missions, and the temperance cause. He was 
constant in his efforts for the Society of Friends,-of which he was a 
life-long member. One of the secrets of his influence was the charm 
of a gentle and courteous bearing, and a personality free from all 
self-seeking. 








At Brighton County Court, on the 18th inst., during the hearing of 
claims by owners of premises for possession, on the ground that they 
were required for their own occupation, one defendant said that he had 
failed to obtain accommodation in Brighton, Hove, and six other 
places in the district. He understood that there were 30,000 aliens 
in Brighton and Hove. Judge Mackarness remarked that this state of 
things was one of the many results of the war. The court had no 
power to go beyond the law, but it might be suggested that municipal 
bodies, who had large powers under the Housing Act, should exercise 
them to provide accommodation for the population. 


New French stamp duties, says the Zimes, under ‘‘ City Notes” 
(18th inst.), increased by the last French Budget, have now come into 
force, the stipulated three months having expired since the law of 
3ist December last providing for them was promulgated. ' Discussion 
as to their effect was going on yesterday in the City among houses 
doing business with France, and there is for the moment. a_ little 
natural uncertainty .over certain points of detail affecting commercial 
transactions. But this will quickly be cleared away. The principal 
change seems to be in the adoption of a tax of 20 centimes for every 
100 francs or fraction of 100 francs in _ substitution for 
the old fixed 10 centimes on_ receipts for payments. As 
we have pointed out before, the great feature of this last French Budget 
was its new taxes on expenditure, as such, and this higher ad valorem 
tax on all payment accounts is just as important in that respect as the 
direct taxes on luxury purchases. 


Mr. Harold Stanley Maples, of Spalding, Lincs., solicitor, who 
died on 11th December, aged fifty-six, has left estate of the value 
of £41,511, with net personalty £30,206. The will, with fifteen 
codicils, is proved by the widow, and in it the testator directed, the 
executors to allow a post-mortem on any part of his remains that may 
assist science, and adds: ‘‘ I would like the present union contractor 
to carry out my funeral simply as a pauper, and my wife to give each 
of his children £5 in the Post Office Savings Bank.’’~ He bequeathed 
£50 and his Diamond Jubilee orchard in Pinchbeok to his gardener, 
William Adcock, saying, ‘‘ The Government will collar his legacy to 
pay the duty.” 

Major Forster Moore Armstrong; R.F.A., aged forty-one, of Westoe 
House, South Shields, Durham, a member of the firm of J. M. Moore 


and. Armstrong, solicitors, who was killed in action on 25th September, ’ 


left estate of gross value £20,958. 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature, 
ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Dat EMERGEN APPEAL CouRT Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
— ROTA. No. 1. NEVILLE. Eve. 
Monday April 29 Mr. Bloxam Mr. Synge Mr. Jolly Mr. Chureh 
Tuesday .... 36 Borrer Bloxam Synge ¥armer 
Wednesday May 1 Goldschmidt Borrer Bloxam Jolly 
Thursday .... 2 Leach Goldschmidt Borrer Synge 
Priday........ 3 Church Leach Goldschmidt Blexam 
Saturday .... 4 Farmer Church Leach Borrer 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Date. SARGANT. ASTBURY. YounagR, PETERSON. 
onday April 29 Mr. Farmer Mr. Leach Mr. Goldschmidt Mr. Borrer 
rt - 4 oi 30 Jolly . Church Leach Goldschmidt 
Wednesday May 1 Synge Farmer Church Leach 
Thursday .... 2 Bloxam Jolly Farmer Church 
Friday........ 8 Borrer Synge Jolly . Farmer 
Saturday o4 Goldschmidt Bloxam Synge Jolly 














——— 
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THE LICENSES AND GENERAL INSURANCE Co, Lro. 


CONDUCTING THE INSURANCE POOL or selected risks. 
FIRE, BURGLARY, LOSS OF PROFIT, EMPLOYERS’, FIDELITY, GLASS, 





MOTOR, PUBLIC LIABILITY, etc., etc. 





Non-Mutual except in respect of P ROF iTS which are distributed annually to the Policy Holders. 





THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE FAMILY POLICY at 4/6 per cent. is the most complete Policy ever offered to householders. 
THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE SHOPKEEP ERS’ POLICY Covers all Risks under One Document for One Inclusive Premium, 





LICENSE 
INSURANCE. 


For Further Information, write: 








SPECIALISTS 


IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS 


Suitable Clauses for Insertion in Leases and Mbortgages of 
Licensed Property, settled by Counsel,{will be sent on application. 


24, MOORGATE ST., E.C. 2. 


> 
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Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY, 

London Gazette.—FRIDAY, April 19. 


HEREFORD PusBLic House Trust Co., Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before 
May 29, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Mr. ThOmas Wheeler Meats, 22, Broad st, Hereford, liquidator. 

JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Gazette.—T UrsDAY, April 23. 

HOLYWELL GREEN LAUNDRY Co, LtTD.—Creditors are required, on or before May 17, 
to send their nanies and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, to 
J. Norman Lister, 21a, Silver st, Halifax, liquidator. 

Joun Burton & Son (CROYDON), LtTpD.—Creditors are required, on or before May 8, 
to send in their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Alan C. Lucas, 60, Watling st, liquidator. 

Usrrep States & CANADA DEGREASING SYNDICATE, LTD.—Creditors are required, on 
or before May 16, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
d>bts or claims, to Thomas Charlies Leman, 1, St. Peter's Church walk, Nottingham, 
liquidator. 

URUGUAY WESTERN RAILWAY & Port, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before May 
16, to send their names and addresses, and the ‘particulars of their debts or claims, 
to Alfred Watts Lipsham,1, Frederick’s pl, Old Jewry, liquidator. 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 

London Gazette.—FRiDAY, April 19. 

Harrow Public Halli Co, Ltd. Port St. Mary Golf Club, Ltd, 

Civil Service Easy Purchase Society, Ltd Lincolo Leather Co, Ltd. 

Civil Service Musical Instrument Associa- Kingsbridge & South Hams Steam Laun- 

tion. Ltd. dry Co, Ltd. 

Furze & Co, Lid. Pistoniess Hydraulic Press Co, Ltd. 
London Gazette. —TUESDAY, April 23. 

Munga Tobacco Plantation, Ltd. Uruguay Western Railway & Port, Ltd. 

May Brothers, Ltd. Fullicks, Ltd. 

A. Pellant, Ltd. ° Calvert Steamship Co, Lt1. 

Globe Bacon Co, Ltd.| Tunstall Golf Club, Ltd. 


Winding-up of Enemy Businesses. 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, April 19. 
W. HAaGELBERG AKTIEN-GESELLSCHAPT.—Creditors are required, on or before May 18, 
to send by prepaid post ful! particulars of their debts or claims to Charles Eves, 
Capel House, 62, New Broad st. controller. 








Creditors’ Notices. 


Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35, 
LAST Day OF CLAIM. 


London Gatte.—Fripay, April 12. 
ALLISON, JOHN GEORGE, Sunderland May 13 Kidson,, McKenzie & Kidson, Sunder 


an 

AND&AS, HENRY WALSINGHAM, Surbiton, Surrey May 10 Ralph 8S Bond, Norfolk House, 
Norfolk st, Strand 

ATKINS, GEORGE, South Croydon May 2 GJ M Atkins, Rickmansworth, Herts 

BakTON, EDWARD, Brookmill rd, Greeawich May 17 Marchant, Newington « Tippe-, 
Bank b dgs, Broadway, Deptford 

BatTy, WiLLiAM DENT, Chori.onville, Lancaster, Jeweller Batty, Ford & 
Buckley, Manchester 

BENTON, JAMES, Commercial rd, East, Biscuit Maker May 13 Keene, Marsland, Bry- 
den & Besant, 10, Seething In 

COBBEIT, JOHN FI LDEN, Hove, Barrister-at Law May 22 
Norfolk st, Strand 

Crowes, Joun Briant, Underhill rd, East Dulwic), Wine and Spirit Broker May 16 

'  @ Gordon, Buckeridge, 5, Gray's ina sq 

DANDO, ELIZABRTH ANN, Bognor May 15 Huntley & Son, Bank chmbrs, 92, Tooley st 

DAVIS, GUILLEBAUD FRANCIS LEA, Chudleigh, Devon May 11 Le brasseur & Oakley, 
40, Carey at, Lin@vin’s ion 

D&a00N, ELIZABETH ANS, Hurley, Berks April 24 

DEVONALD, JeSSIz ELIZABETH, Birmingham 
Manchester 

DUNN, Perer, Sigglesthorne, East Yorkshire, Farmer April 30 Frankish, Kingdon «& 
Wilson, Hull 

ELLES, ARTHUR CHARLES, Cheriton, Keit April 8) Atkinson & Stainer, Fulkestone 

ELLES, WILLIAM KIDDELSDELL, Haverhill, Suffolk, Liceased Victualler May 11 Steed 
& §teed, Long Melford 

Evans, THomas, Too Pentre, Glam 

FLACK, JOHN FREDERICK, Richmond 
place 

FLETCHER, Cornett, Liverpool Way 18 Gill, Archer, Maples & Dun, Liverpool 

at | page Boothstown, Lancaster, Engineer May 18 W E Harwood, Man- 
chester : 

GREIG, ALICHSARAH, Norbury May 14 Savage, Cooper & Everett, 27, Chancery In 

HARTNELL, ANN, Bridport, Dorset May 1L Nantes & Maunsell, Bridport 

JACKSON, JOHN PETER, Southport, Draper May17 A J Mawdsley, Southp rt 

JoHN, EMMA JANE, Malveru Wells, Worcester May15 Fowler, Langley & Wright, 
Wolv: rhampton : 

KENDRICK, ARTHUR, Stonnall, nr Walsall, Farmer 25 Caidick & Yates, West 
Bromwich , 

Kitsoy, CHARLES, Kimberworth, nr Rotherham, Coal Merchant May 27 Oxley & 
Coward, Rotherham 3 

Lee, ARTHUR, Sheffield May1l James E Wing, Sheffield 

Ler, JoHN, Elland, Yorks May 13 J W Pickles, Halifax 

Lion, F pie a York, USA May 10° Coward & Hawksley, Sons & Chance, 380, 
Mincing In 

Louis, Marky JANE, Weston super Mare May 22 Cu!lins & Simmons, Bath 

Lyon, AMOS MAYNARD, New York City, USA May 1s Kekewich, Smith & Kaye, 2, Suf- 


fol« In 

MAUDSLEY, Henry, B ishey Heath, Herts, Doctor Mayi0 R Miller, Wiggins & Nay- 
lor, Jasper Hous:, 4 and 6, Copthall av 

MEIRE George HAUGHTON, Shrewsbury May 18 Salt & Sons, Shrewsbury 

Monk, JOHN, Oldham, Secretary May5 Geo E Mellor & Cu, Oidham 

MURRAY, ANTHONY Harsorn Poors, Bournemouth May 2! Hatchett Jones, Bisgood, 
Marshall & Thomas, 48, Mark la 


June 1 


Charles Russell & Co, 37, 


Cripps & Shone, Marlow 
May 10 Vaudrey, Osborne & Mellor, 


May 9 Cule & Cule, Pentre 
May 12 Denton, Hall & Barzin, 3, Gray's ion 


May 





NICHOLS, RICHARD, Upton In, Forest Gate, Master Lighterman May 13 Keene, Mars” 


land, Bryden & Besant, 15, Seething In 

NrIxon, JoHN, Manchester, Beer Retailer June10 Douglas Houstoun, Duchy of Lan- 
caster Office, London : 

OcLE, Henry, Nottingham May 30 Williams, Berryman & Snook, Nottingham 

PARAMOR, JESSE MACFARLANE, Margate May 7 Thos W Gomm, Margate 

Barey, wes GILEs, Southampton, Baker May 14 Swayne, Havers & Harfield, 
Southampton 

PERRY, WILLIAM MIDDL} TON, St Leonards on Sea |=“ May 27 Potter, Sandford & Kil- 
vington, 120, Queen Victoria st 

Prick, GEORGE DuNDASs, White Lion ct, Cornhill, Chartered Accountant May 20 
Alfred Armstrong, Mostyn chmbrs, M styn-rd, Brixton 

RAALIB, EMANUEL VAN, Portman mans, Maryleboue, Cigar Merchant May 14 Hilder, 
Thompson & Dunn, 36, Jermyn s*, St James’s 

R&VILL, JOHN ALBERT DESKIN, Sheffield May 20 W Smith & Sons, Sheffield 

RODGERS, Rev Canon JOHN, Preston, Lancs Apri! 30 D L Sprake & Son, Accringto2 

RUSHER, SM: TH. Morecambe, Publican Msy 1 Walt2r Tempest, Leeds 

SPINKS, SAR4H ANN, Liverpoo!, Newsagent May 17 George B Cummins, Liverpool 

STKV«NSON, GEORGE birmingham May 30 C Upfill Jagger, Birmingham 

STRUGY*LL, ELIZABETH, Hove, Sussex May 10 Pk Nye & Donne, Brigh on 

SucH, Eri FREDERICK, Maidenhead, Nurseryman May1 Chas R Thom1s, Maidenhead 

THomas, OWEN RicHARD, Aberville rd, Clapham Park rd May 14 Swayne, Havers & 
Marfield, Southampton 

WELTON, THOMAS ABE«CROMBT'E, Coptha'l av, Chartered Accountant May 27 Potter, 
Sandford & Kilvington, 120, Queen Victoria st 

WIDDRINGTON, Mary, Mitcham Common, Surrey May 14 Guedalla & Jacobson, 
Winchester Hvuuse, Old Broad st 

WILKINSON, ELIZABETH, Stalybridge, Chester May 15 J W Simister, Stalybridze 

WILLAcY, MINNIE, Hoylake, Cheshire Miy 12 Evans, Lockett & Co, Liverpool 

waneaees, GORGE, Kingston upon Hali May 7 Shackles, Dunkerly & Barton, 

u 

WRIGGLESWORTH, ELIzA, Wimbledon May 17 Linklater & Co, 2, Bond et, Wa'brook 

WRIGHT, MARGARET, Cleadon, Durham May 31 John A L‘vingston, Jarrow * 

YouNG, EDWARD PARKER, We:tbourne sq, Paddington May 80 Allen & Son, 17, 
Carlisie st, Soho sq 
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APPLETON, MARTHA LENA, Reading Mayi12 E Dennis Berry, Reading 

ATKINSON, ADAM, Gateshead, Contractor April 30 Lambert & Lambert, Ga! eshead 

BARNARD, JOHN, Sawbridgeworth, Herts May 20 Evans, Rendall & Oakeshott, 3,John 
st, Bedford row 

BELLAS, JosEPH, Keswick, Cumberland, Yegman June 12 Hayton, Simpson & Fisher, 
Cockermouth : 

— s ENRY, | ungerford rd, Holloway May 11 Frank Daphne, 71, Lincoln’s inn 

eld; 

BEYNON, CHARLOTTE, Wimbledon May 12 Walker, Martineau & Co, 36, Theobald’s rd, 
Gray's inn 

BRYOR, JsMEs, Copenhagen st, Doctor May 21 Capel Cure & Ball, 2, Southampton st, 


B.oomsbury sq 
CraBB, ELiza, Temperley rd, Balham May 17 Webbers & Duncan, 19, Southampton 
« 
May 12 Maude & Tunnicliffe, Arundel House, 


bidgs, Chancery In 
DE OLIVEIRA, AMELIA RGIS, Paris 
Maule & Tunnicliffe, 


Aruudel +t 

DE OLIV@IRA, FRANCISCO REGIS, Lisbon, Portugal May 12 
Arundel House, Arundel st 

DopGsoN, Mary, Cockermouth June12 Hayton, Simpson & Fisher, Cockermouth 

EADIE, JAMES CALDERHEAD, New Beckenham, Kent, Architect May 15 Charles May, 
175, Lavender hill ° 

EVANS, FANNY, Exe‘er rd, Cricklewood May10 W W Mills, 11, New +q, Lincoln's inn 

GRAY, GEORGE DovGLas, Southend on Sea, Insurance Broker May 22 Frost, Ward & 
Co, 34, St Mary Axe 

GREENHOW, JosePH HENRY, Bowdon, Chester, Merchant May 81 J & E Whitworth, 
Manehester~ 

resier MARY ANN ELzA, Southampton May 23 Charles Warner & Kirby, Win- 
chester 

HENNIG, IstpoR, Sutherland av, Maida Vale May 13 Coburn & Co, 11, St Helen's pl 

HESLOP, SELINA, St Anne's onthe Sea May 18 Broadbent & Heelis, Bolton 

HOGGARD, EmiLy, Thoraton Dale, Yorks May 25 J D Whitehead & Son, Pickering 

HpTouENS, JoHN NICHOLAS, K llieser av, Streatham Hill May 21 Cap2l Cure & Ball, 
2, Southam,ton st, Bloomsbury s ‘ 

JACKSON, EDWARD WALLIS, cldernsen “Warke, Farmer May 14 Park & Son, Hull 

JOBLING, MARY, North Shields May 31 Brow: & Holliday, Nort: Shiel s 

JOHNSON, MARY, Leyland, Lancs May 11 Rawst ‘orn, Ambler & Booth, Preston 

LOWE, MARY, Davyhulme, Lancs Farmer Msy 9 Luincashire, Homphreys, & Grundy, 
Manchester 

McCULLOCH,*CATHERINE, Folkestone May 20 RH Dougiasa 5, Copthall ct 

a ~ me ng GEORGE, Gt Yarmouth May 31 Chamberlain, Talbot & Bracey, Gt 

armouth 

MERTON, THOMAS DANIELLS, Finsbury pymt July13 Kimber Bull, Howland, Clappe 
& Co, 6, Old Jewry ! 

HOPKINSON, JOSEPH, Stalybridge May 4 Arthur Edward Grundy, Manchester 

M NSEY, WILLIAM, Reppscum-Bastwick, Norfolk, Fish Dealer May 19 Herbert 
Goodchild, Norwich 

Moor, JOHN CHARLTON, Sunderland, Journalist May 13 Chas R Walker, 
Sunderland ‘ 

Paine, WaLtTsr, Barr, near Walsall, Wine Merchant June 1 £E Irwin Miller, 

alsail . 

Perey, eg Bath May 20 Maude & Tunnicliffe, Aruniel House, Arundel st, 
Stran 

PORTER, GEORGIANA, Sewaristone rd, Victoria Park May 15 Oliver & Nutt,14, Cole- 
man st . ~ 

READ, Joun, Ashton under Lyne May 25 Reg Whitworth. Ashton under Lyne 

Rivers, EDWARD GEoRGR, Richmond May 11 Smith & Burrell, Richmond, Surrey 

ROSKRUGE, ANNE, Brighton Miy 22 Geo Cheesman, Brighton 

scott, KENNETH MACKENZI@, Manchestersq, Ophthalmic Surgeon 
& Co, 18, Old Cavendish st 

SELLON i oo ScODAMORE, Hatton gd: May 31 R&S Taylor, Son & Humbert, 4, Field 
ct, Gray's inn ’ 

SHEARD, HENRY HAMPDEN, Chenis‘on gdns, Kensington, Solicitor May 22 Sheard, 
Breath, Wave & Roper, Cromwell House, 6-9, Surrey st, Strand 

StreBEL, CHARLES, Biighton May 11 Tatham & Lousada, 16, Old Broad st 

STUBBS, SOPHIA, Plymouth May 15 Adams & Croft, Piymouth 

Sturge, CATHERINE, Bristol May 21 ¥ Sturg2, Bris:ol 

STURGE, MATILDA, Bristol May 21 F Struge, Bristol i 

SWISDLEY, HARRY Jows, Daylesfurd av, Upper Richmond rd, Putney Mayjl Ken- 
nsth Brown, Baker & Bakér, Lennox House, Norfolk st, Strand 

TALB)T, Hon Mary Louisa, Hove May 21 Capel Cure & Bal!, 2, Southampton st, 
Bloomsbnry sq 

THOMPSON HENRY, Sheffield, Wire Manufacturer May 81 William Irons, Sheffield 

TURNER, Lewis THoMAS, Kingion May 6 Bernari Philoin, Kington ‘ 

VANITONE, WILLIAM, Cando: st May 31 Kinper Ball, Ho vlind, Clappe & Co, 6, Old 


May 12 Culross 


Jewry 
WELD, Na ey HUMPHREY, Sanihurst, Keat,Surgeon June 18 Weld & Beavan, 
nfle 
WIppowson, WILLIAM JoHN, Manchester, Mechanical Engineer May 25 Richd Higham 
& Co, Manchester : 
WILKINSON, MARK, Beeston, Leeds May 283 Nelson, Eddisons & Lupton, Leeds 
WILLIAMS, HARRIET, Eardisley, Hereford May 6 Temple & Mn “v2 Kington 
Woops, THomas, Liverpool, Baker May 13 W T Husband & Son, Liverpool 
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